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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, March 20, 2000, at 12 noon.

House of Representatives

The House met at 12:30 p.m.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 19, 1999,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to not to
exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from lowa (Mr. LATHAM) for 5 minutes.

ACCOLADES TO WOMEN’S AND
MEN’S BASKETBALL TEAMS IN
THE STATE OF IOWA

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, as every-
one knows, we are starting March Mad-
ness, and there is something excep-
tional happening in the State of lowa.
I want to congratulate the Drake Wom-
en’s Basketball team for making the
tournament, but what is really hap-
pening in lowa is the fact that both the
lowa State University Men’s and Wom-
en’s Basketball teams not only won the
regular season championship in the Big
12, but each of them also won the Big 12
tournaments over the weekend.

This is unprecedented in the Big 12.
The lowa State Women have had a tre-
mendous year. They are going to host
the tournament at Ames; and we wish
them the very, very best.
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The lowa State Men at the beginning
of the season some people even rated
them as being at the bottom of the Big
12 this year. In fact, they came through
with an outstanding phenomenon per-
formance and not only won, as | said
before, the regular season but won the
tournament; and | want to congratu-
late Marcus Fizer as the Most Valuable
Player.

This is a great thing that is hap-
pening in lowa. Minneapolis is going to
look like lowa State Cyclone country
this weekend when the lowa State Men
go up there to play in the first round of
the tournaments. Both coaches, Bill
Fennelly and Larry Eustachy, have
done a fabulous job this year. And I
just want to send my congratulations
to lowa State, the great performance
they have had.

I wish them the best of luck in the
tournaments. No matter what happens,
they will have given lowa State fans
across this country something really to
cheer about.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, all | can
say is go Cyclones.

REPUBLICAN ESTATE TAX POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, rarely have the dif-
ferences between the two political par-
ties been more graphically dem-
onstrated than when we debated the

package of a minimum wage increase
and tax reductions.

The resistance on the part of the Re-
publican leadership to a fairly small
minimum wage increase in the midst of
the greatest prosperity we have ever
known speaks a great deal to a social
insensitivity, but equally distressing to
me is their decision that we should
begin to reduce one of the most pro-
gressive taxes in America. And, of
course, their goal is ultimately to re-
peal it. | speak of the estate tax.

We have some unfair taxes in Amer-
ica, and many people feel that working
people, people of average income, peo-
ple who are making $30,000, $40,000,
$50,000 a year pay an unfair share of the
tax burden. And | believe that is true
in part because of the payroll taxes.

We have one tax, the estate tax,
which literally applies only to million-
aires. And it does not even apply to
millionaires. It applies to people who
have shown a rare talent. They have
shown an ability to be related to mil-
lionaires.

Madam Speaker, | think being re-
lated to a millionaire is certainly a
great asset in life, and | would rec-
ommend it to people. If you have a
chance to be related to someone very
wealthy, take it. But | do not believe
that being related to an extremely
wealthy person who has just died is a
mark of inherent value. It is neutral. It
does not make you a bad person, but it
does not make you a hero either.

And the notion that you have an ab-
solute right to be greatly rewarded by
your good fortune in having a very rich
relative seems to me a mistake. Now,
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what is particularly interesting is the
estate tax brings in a little over $20 bil-
lion a year, and it will soon be the case
that your estate has to be a million
dollars or more before you pay it. And
the great bulk of it is paid by people
who die and leave tens of millions of
dollars.

Now, here is what we do if we abolish
the estate tax, as the Republican party
wants to do it, we say to old people
who, because most of the people who
pay the estate tax or over 90 percent
were 65 or older when they die, we say
to these older people who died rich that
we will be very protective of them, or
at least of their smart relatives who
figured out how to be related to them.

On the other hand, if you are old and
alive and not very rich, but you are on
Medicare and cannot afford prescrip-
tion drugs, the Republican position is,
well, that is tough, you will just have
to learn to deal with it. In other words,
the Republican party tells us on the
one hand we cannot afford this wealthy
Nation to provide full prescription drug
coverage to middle-income and lower-
income elderly people, not the very
poor, they are covered by Medicaid, but
people who are making $25,000, $30,000,
$35,000 a year in retirement, they ought
to get no aid because we need the
money that would have gone to pay for
prescription drugs to alleviate the
problem of Bill Gates’ heirs and the
heirs of other people who have made
millions of dollars.

In other words, we are being asked to
show more respect for older people who
are dead and rich than for older people
who are still alive and not wealthy.

Madam Speaker, now, there is one
other aspect of this effort to reduce
and, ultimately, repeal the estate tax
that ought to be called into question,
and that is the negative effect it will
have on private charity.

My Republican colleagues talk about
how much they want to help private
charity. According to a recent study, |
will put the New York Times article
displaying this study from a couple of
Boston College researchers, into the
RECORD, for estates that are over $20
million, a very considerable number, 39
percent of the money at death goes to
chart, while only 34 percent goes to
taxes. And, indeed, these two profes-
sors conclude in their study, two emi-
nent scholars from an institution
mostly in my district, at Boston Col-
lege. They conclude that, | am now
quoting from the article, if the estate
tax is repealed or significantly re-
duced, however, as Congress voted to
do earlier this year in a bill that Presi-
dent Clinton vetoed, that was last
year, bequests to charities might be
smaller than the Boston College model
predicted.

The Republican approach is to go to
the aid of the wealthiest 1 or 2 percent
of the people in the country and not
just to them, but to the people who are
smart enough to be related to them or
to have otherwise ingratiated them-
selves to them, to deny prescription
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drug coverage to the great bulk of mid-
dle-income Americans and lower-in-
come Americans, and while we are at
it, reduce the amount that goes to pri-
vate charity. That is the difference be-
tween the parties.

Madam Speaker, | include the fol-
lowing two articles for the RECORD
which illustrate these points.

[From the New York Times, July 25, 1999]
STUDY CONTRADICTS FOES OF ESTATE TAX
(By David Cay Johnston)

Congressional opponents of the estate tax
say it discourages savings, costs the econ-
omy more than it raises for the Government
and makes it very difficult for a family-
owned farm or business to be passed to the
next generation.

But all of those arguments are contra-
dicted by Government tax and economic
data, according to a book-length study that
will be published tomorrow in the policy
magazine Tax Notes.

The article comes after the House passed
on Thursday night the Republicans’ bill to
cut taxes by $792 billion, including the repeal
of the estate tax. Similar legislation was
being considered in the Senate but the out-
come of the repeal is in doubt because Presi-
dent Clinton has promised to veto it.

Yet the article in Tax Notes seems likely
to have a profound effect on the debate over
estate taxes, experts say. Data from estate
tax returns and other records do not support
the claims of estate tax opponents, according
to the article, by Charles Davenport and Jay
A. Soled, professors at Rutgers University
who teach estate tax law and business man-
agement.

The estate tax is projected in the Federal
budget to raise about $28 billion this year.
That is less than one-third of 1 percent of the
gross domestic product, which is too slight
to retard economic growth, the authors say.

While the tax rate on the largest estates
can be 55 percent, Internal Revenue Service
data cited in the study show that in 1996 the
average tax on estates of $600,000 to $1 mil-
lion was 6 percent.

It costs the I.R.S. 2 cents on the dollar to
administer the tax, the authors calculate.
They say the combined private and Govern-
ment costs total about 7 cents on the estate
tax dollar.

Professors Davenport and Soled said Con-
gressional testimony by critics of the estate
tax contending that the tax costs more than
it raises was based on flawed data, including
a study that estimated that every dollar
raised in Federal income taxes cost the econ-
omy 65 cents more. That figure was dis-
missed as absurd by the authors.

They also disputed another contention of
the critics, that rich people spend heavily in
their later years in order to reduce estate
taxes. Instead, the authors say, many rich
people save more money to offset the tax

They say that the reasons family busi-
nesses are not passed to the next generation
have little to do with estate taxes. A pri-
mary reason, the authors say, is the burden
on heirs who want to keep the business and
must raise cash to pay off those heirs who do
not.

While the estate tax nominally begins
when net worth at death exceeds $650,000 (1.3
million for a married couple), Congress lets a
couple pass on $4.5 million untaxed if they
own a business and $7.4 million if they own a
farm. Only about 1 in 1,000 American families
is worth $7.4 million.

The estate tax will be paid this year by the
wealthiest 2 percent of Americans who die.

The Congressional Joint Committee on
Taxation estimated last week that repeal of
the estate tax would reduce Federal revenues
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by $75 billion over the next 10 years, even
though the Federal budget projects the es-
tate tax will raise more than that amount in
the next three years alone.

The chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee, Representative Bill Ar-
cher of Texas, who had not seen the article,
said that he was skeptical of its claims and
any data drawn from I.R.S. records.

“Every dollar taken by the death tax is a
dollar taken out of savings when what this
country needs is more private savings,”’ said
Mr. Archer, the author of the House Repub-
licans’ tax bill. He said the costs of the es-
tate tax included discouraging wealthy for-
eigners from moving to the United States
with their capital and skills.

As to whether existing exemptions are
enough for farms to stay in families, he said,
“The input from the Ag Belt is totally con-
trary to that.”

The authors say that among the virtues
they see in the estate tax are that it taxes
some money that has slipped past the in-
come tax system, it is paid only by those
most able to pay, it encourages financial
planning and charitable giving and it tends
to ease the trend toward concentration of
wealth. The richest 1 percent of Americans
now one half of all stocks, bonds and other
assets, a record level, according to Professor
Edward N. Wolff of New York University.

Experts say the Tax Notes article may be
as influential as the 1994 Yale Law Review
article by Edward J. McCaffery of the Uni-
versity of Southern California Law School,
who exhorted liberals to join conservatives
in opposing the estate tax as inefficient and
unfair. Since then, the Tax Notes article
says, ‘‘talk about the death-tax has been a
monologue by the tax’s opponents.”” The ar-
ticle is available at www.tax.org on the
internet.

[From the New York Times, October 20, 1999]
A LARGER LEGACY MAY AWAIT GENERATIONS
X, Y AND Z
(By David Cay Johnston)

Boston College researchers say that the
widely cited estimate that $10.4 trillion of
wealth will be transferred to younger genera-
tions over a half-century is far short of the
likely amount. They estimate the wealth
transfer will be $41 trillion to $136 trillion.

“It can now be safely said that the forth-
coming wealth transfer will be many times
larger than anyone has previously esti-
mated,” said Paul G. Schervish, director of
the Boston College Social Welfare Research
Institute, who has spent the last 15 years
studying wealth and who created a computer
model to study wealth transfers.

The new figures suggest that charities, in
particular, stand to benefit from a platinum
era of giving. Mr. Schervish and John J. Ha-
vens, his deputy at the institute, estimated
that between now and 2055 charities would
receive bequests of $16 trillion to $53 trillion,
measured in 1998 dollars, assuming that the
estate tax remains unchanged.

The widely cited estimate of $10.4 trillion—
about $13 trillion today adjusted for infla-
tion—in wealth transfer was made in 1993 by
two Cornell University professors, Robert B.
Avery and Michael S. Rendall, using data
from the Census Bureau and other sources.
Their estimate was restricted to households
in which the chief wage earner was 50 or
older and who had living children; it covered
1990 to 2044.

The Boston College analysis, using a com-
puter simulation model created to estimate
wealth transfers, covers all Americans who
were at least age 18 in 1998. It estimates
wealth transfers from 1998 to 2052, when the
youngest of those in the study will turn 73.

The Boston College study is based on mod-
est assumptions about growth in wealth
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compared with historical experience. The
study’s low estimate that $41 billion will be
transferred between generations by 2055 as-
sumes that the value of all assets, adjusted
for inflation, increases at 2 percent annually,
while the high estimate assumes 4 percent
annual real growth. Another profile assumes
3 percent annual real growth in the value of
assets and projects $73 trillion in wealth
transfers.

Actual growth in wealth, adjusted for in-
flation, averaged 5.3 percent annually from
1950 to this year, according to Prof. Edward
N. Wolff, a New York University wealth ex-

ert.

P Total wealth in 1998 was $32 trillion, the
Boston College researchers estimated. Pro-
fessor Wolff, who had not seen the new study,
said, “That figure is in the right neighbor-
hood,”” noting that his own research indi-
cated total wealth of $29.1 trillion today.

The amount of wealth transferred can be
greater than current wealth for two reasons.
One is economic growth. The other is that
over 55 years some fortunes will pass
through two—even three—generations. Mr.
Avery, now an economist with the Federal
Reserve, said that while he had some qualms
about the techniques used by the Boston Col-
lege researchers, as described to him in a
telephone interview, their estimates sounded
reasonable over all.

Mr. Avery warned, however, that while
economists could make fairly accurate pre-
dictions about death rates far into the fu-
ture, assumptions about how much wealth
people would accumulate were risky, espe-
cially looking out a half-century.

“The important message is that there is a
lot of wealth in this country,” Mr. Avery
said.

John J. Havens, a co-author of the Boston
College study, said that while he was con-
fident of the economic model he wanted to
focus on the low end of the estimate, $41 tril-
lion, because ‘‘it helps protect against poten-
tial charges of irrational exuberance arising
from’ the computer model’s assuming
steady economic growth without a depres-
sion or a sustained recession in the first half
of the 21st century.

A quarter-century ago Professor Havens
developed one of the first computer pro-
grams to model economic behavior. The
model estimates that for estates of $20 mil-
lion or more, 39 percent of the money will go
to charity, 23 percent to heirs, 34 percent to
taxes and 3 percent for fees and burial ex-
penses. Data from the Internal Revenue
Service show the same ratios in 1995 for large
estates.

For estates of $1 million to just under $5
million, the study assumes that charity will
get 8 percent; heirs, 66 percent; taxes, 22 per-
cent, and fees and burial expenses, 4 percent.

For estates of less than $1 million, Profes-
sors Schervish and Havens estimated, nearly
90 cents of each dollar would be passed to
heirs and little would go to charity or taxes.

One recent analysis found that among es-
tates valued at $600,000 to $1 million in 1997,
estate taxes averaged 6 percent, even though
the estate tax rate began at 37 percent on
amounts above the $600,000 exemption then
in effect.

The Boston College study covers what are
known as final estates, meaning the death of
a single person or the second spouse in a
married couple, since bequests to a spouse
are tax free. The estimates of how much will
be bequeathed to charity may be low, based
on L.R.S. data in recent years, which show
that growing numbers of people are engaging
in estate planning so that more of their
money will go to charity after their deaths
and less to the Government. The |I.R.S. data
show that the share of money in estates
going to charity is slowly rising, a trend that
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if continued through 2055 would mean far
more for charities than the $16 trillion to $53
trillion cited in the study.

If the estate tax is repealed or signifi-
cantly reduced, however, as Congress voted
to do earlier this year in a bill that Presi-
dent Clinton vetoed, bequests to charities
might be smaller than the Boston College
model predicted.

HERE WE GO AGAIN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, |
might point out to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK) that all the
money that is in the estate has already
been taxed and what Republicans are
trying to say is why should the Govern-
ment tax twice this money that is
there.

Madam Speaker, | am here because of
recent newspaper articles that have
been published, especially in the New
York Times. Last Thursday, a Federal
jury convicted Maria Hsai, a friend and
a political supporter of Vice President
AL GORE, on five felony counts for ar-
ranging more than $100,000 in illegal
donations during the 1996 presidential
campaign.

Prosecutors allege that Hsai tapped a
Buddhist temple and some of her busi-
ness clients for money to reimburse
Hsai donors who were listed as contrib-
utors in campaign records.

Hsai was charged with causing false
statements to be filed with the Federal
Election Commission. According to
evidence presented in the case, $109,000
in reimbursed donations went to the
Clinton-Gore 1996 campaign and to the
Democratic Party.

Hsai’'s fund raising also included
$65,000 in Hsai donations which she fun-
neled through monks and nuns the day
after Vice President GORE’s 1996 visit
to the Buddhist Temple in California.

Now, of course, Madam Speaker, the
Vice President initially had no recol-
lection that he was attending a fund
raiser but believed, rather, that he was
attending a community outreach pro-
gram. That is, of course, until the
video footage surfaced showing him at
the temple and after documents turned
up that referred to the event in ad-
vance as a fund raiser. Only then,
Madam Speaker, did the Vice President
modify his characterization, saying he
thought it was a finance-related situa-
tion.

Ironically enough, in response to
Hsai’s conviction, the Attorney Gen-
eral, Janet Reno, said, “The verdict
sends a clear message that the Depart-
ment of Justice will not tolerate viola-
tions of our Federal campaign finance
laws.”

Evidently her comments need to be
revised to mean the Department of
Justice will tolerate campaign finance
laws in some cases and not in others,
for the Attorney General’s action indi-
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cate there are certain violations of our
Federal campaign finance laws she is
willing to tolerate or unwilling to get
to the bottom of.

The Los Angeles Times reported last
Friday on Charles LaBella’s report to
Attorney General Janet Reno warning
that numerous conflicts of interest
made the Justice Department’s insist-
ence that its own lawyers handling the
inquiry into the 1996 Clinton-Gore cam-
paign a “‘recipe for disaster.”

Madam Speaker, my colleagues will
recall that Mr. LaBella was hand
picked by the Attorney General to
head the Campaign Financing Task
Force and to take over the Department
of Justice’s public integrity section’s
investigation into political fund-rais-
ing abuses.

Mr. LaBella’s report, which the At-
torney General has still kept sealed for
nearly 2 years, found ‘‘a pattern of con-
duct” on the part of White House offi-

cials, including the President, that
warranted an independent counsel
probe.

Additionally, Mr. LaBella found that
senior Justice officials engaged in
‘‘gamesmanship’” and legal ‘‘contor-
tions’ to avoid an independent inquiry
into the Clinton-Gore fund-raising
abuses.

According to the L.A. Times, Madam
Speaker, Mr. LaBella found ‘““The cam-
paign finance allegations present the
earmarks of a loose enterprise employ-
ing different actors at different levels
who share a common goal, bring in the
money.”’

Among those singled out for special
treatment according to the LaBella re-
port were the President, Vice President
AL GORE, First Lady Hillary Rodham
Clinton, and former White House aide
Harold Ickes.

The Times said the report was the
first indication, the first indication,
that Mrs. Clinton’s involvement in the
fund-raising scandal arising from the
1996 presidential election was under
scrutiny.

Since the fund raising first made
headlines in 1996, Attorney General
Janet Reno has refused to allow out-
side prosecutors to narrowly focus
their investigations of alleged White
House wrongdoings. Examples include
her refusal to appoint investigations
into fund-raising telephone calls by the
Vice President from the White House
and the issue ads funded by the Demo-
cratic National Committee.

To further confound matters, she has
long gone against her own FBI direc-
tor.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair must remind Members that it is
not in order in debate to level or repeat
personal charges against the President
or the Vice President.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, this
is being reported from the L.A. Times,
the New York Times, and all the news-
papers in Central Florida. So all | am
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doing is reporting what is in the news-
paper.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is addressing the standard of de-
corum in debate on the House floor.

Mr. STEARNS. Well, Madam Speak-
er, if you are quoting from a news-
paper, like the New York Times, can
you do that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No.

Mr. STEARNS. You cannot quote
from the New York Times newspaper?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Member makes the words his own by
quoting from the newspaper.

Mr. STEARNS. But | have used the
word ‘“‘quotation.” | have actually put
the word ‘“‘quotation’ in there to signal
that these are not my words but these
are words from the newspaper.

I mean, it appears to me, Madam
Speaker, that if you cannot quote the
newspapers on the House floor and use
‘‘quotation,’” that seems to be a denial
of the right for a Member to use news-
papers in an edifying way.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a
settled precedent that the standard is
the same whether the Member speaks
on his own account or quotes another
source.

Mr. STEARNS. Out of deference to
you, Madam Speaker, yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may proceed.

Mr. STEARNS. So, Madam Speaker,
it is time for the Attorney General to
disclose Mr. LaBella’s report. That is
all 1 am asking here today.

The American people have a right to
know what is in that report. In fact,
they should have an opportunity to
know what the FBI director said when
he also recommended that an inde-
pendent counsel be appointed.

0O 1245

| think at this point, | think that the
newspapers speak for themselves and
so now, Madam Speaker, | think the
Attorney General should come forward
and tell us when she is going to make
that report available.

MAKING ATLANTA, GEORGIA A
MORE LIVABLE COMMUNITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
one indication of how the momentum
for the efforts across the country to
promote livability has been gaining
speed is the comments from governors
who are talking about smart growth
and livability in their State of the
State addresses. One State deserves
special attention and that is Georgia,
where we have been watching a renais-
sance in our cities and inner suburbs
taking place.

Atlanta, which some have sort of dis-
missed as the poster child of sprawl, is
making significant progress under the
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leadership of Governor Barnes and with
the assistance of business leaders like
John Williams, who was recently
profiled in the New York Times.

Atlanta has been characterized by
some as the area of the most rapid
growth in the history of human settle-
ment. A more than 25 percent increase
in population since 1990, the city in
that time frame has grown from north
to south from 65 miles to 110 miles, and
the results have been devastating,
frankly. The average Atlanta com-
muter drives 36%2 miles daily, the aver-
age, the longest work trip commute in
the world.

This has had serious problems in
terms of their air quality to the point
that Federal transportation officials
have withheld resources because it is
not meeting air quality standards.
Over 60 percent of the State’s rivers
and streams do not meet water quality
standards, almost twice the national
average.

It is losing business. In 1998, Atlanta
lost a bid for the Harley Davidson
plant. Hewlitt Packard decided not to
expand its Atlanta facilities; and in
fact, the city lost its 1997 top rank as
the country’s best real estate market
and is now 15 among 18 cities that are
monitored.

There are even concerns about the
health implications. Last fall, the Cen-
ters for Disease Control reported
amongst the alarming national in-
crease in obesity rates that the great-
est percentage increase occurred in
Georgia, over 100 percent in the last 10
years. Some of these experts were spec-
ulating that it may be related to the
bad air that discourages exercise and
the poor urban design that makes it
hard to find places to walk, bike, and
otherwise exercise.

Asthma is the number one reason for
childhood hospitalization in Atlanta,
but there are very positive signs on the
horizon. As | mentioned, the leadership
of Governor Barnes, with the business
community, was able to create the
Georgia Regional Transportation Au-
thority to coordinate and oversee for
the first time metropolitan Atlanta’s
fight against pollution, traffic, and un-
planned growth. There is an exciting
138-acre redevelopment in the old At-
lantic Steel site that is combining resi-
dential, retail, office and entertain-
ment space in a transit-oriented devel-
opment on a brownfield site in mid-
town Atlanta.

Recently, we have seen another busi-
ness, Bell South, decided to relocate
from 75 different suburbans office areas
to three centers for 13,000 employees
inside the perimeter and all adjacent
to transit. In no small way, this has
been the result of business leadership
exemplified by Mr. Williams, head of
Post Properties. In fact, he has been
here on Capitol Hill meeting with sen-
ators and representatives talking
about how, in fact, his business, which
was built on the development of subur-
ban luxury office, has discovered a sig-
nificant opportunity to move this new
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housing into the increased demand
closer in central cities, growing at
more than 10 percent a year as opposed
to 2 percent in the suburbs. They have
shifted their focus from development
on existing farm lands and wood lots to
more urban locations and expanding to
make a profit in in-town housing, not
just in projects in Atlanta but also the
real estate markets in Texas, Florida,
and Virginia.

One of the reasons why the livable
communities initiatives are being suc-
cessful is not just because of political
leadership but because business lead-
ers, like Mr. Williams, the president of
the chamber of commerce for metro-
politan Atlanta, understand what is at
stake and they have practiced their
civic leadership in the broader sense of
the community and with their personal
business practices. This is a very posi-
tive sign for those of us who want more
livable communities so that our fami-
lies can be safe, healthy, and economi-
cally secure.

SOCIAL SECURITY MUST BE
SAVED FOR THE NEXT GENERA-
TION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, | would like to discuss for the
next 4 or 5 minutes why everybody is
talking about Social Security, why
they are concerned that Social Secu-
rity is in trouble some time in the fu-
ture, why young people today think the
chances of their getting any Social Se-
curity are pretty remote. It is the
young people today, probably under 35
years old, that are most at risk in not
having Social Security in their retire-
ment years if we continue to fail to do
anything to keep Social Security sol-
vent.

The chart that | brought in rep-
resents where we are now. If we look at
the top left part of the chart, the little
blue area in the top left is the current
surpluses coming in to the Social Secu-
rity trust fund, in other words, the
amount of taxes that are in excess of
benefits payments going out. That is
going to stop around 2011 or 2012. At
that point, there are going to be fewer
Social Security taxes coming in than
are needed to pay current benefits. Of
course, Social Security, since it started
in 1935, has been sort of a Ponzi game
where current workers pay in their
taxes that is immediately sent out to
current retirees, and so it is a pay-as-
you-go program.

The red portion represents where we
are in terms of what is going to be the
additional amount of dollars needed to
pay current Social Security benefits in
future years. We get down to 2019, and
we are going to need something like
$400 billion additional money from
some place, either increased taxes or
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increased borrowing, to pay promised
Social Security benefits. It is a prob-
lem.

We are now looking at probably the
best economic times in the history of
the United States, where we are having
a surplus of total revenues coming into
the Federal Government. The question
is now, do we use those revenues to
spend on new expanded social programs
and expand the size of Federal Govern-
ment? Do we use those monies to start
solving the Social Security problem?
Here is what is needed: right now the
average retiree that retires from now
on is not going to get the money back
that they and their employer put into
Social Security, so essentially a zero-
percent return on their finances unless
they are lucky enough to live into
their 80s and 90s or to be 100 years old.

So what do we do? | think one thing
we have to do in the first place is to
understand the seriousness of the prob-
lem. To demonstrate how serious it is,
| projected what is going to be needed
in payroll taxes if we do nothing in the
next 30 or 40 years. If we are going to
have a FICA tax, a payroll tax, that ac-
commodates the needs of Social Secu-
rity and Medicare and medicaid, Social
Security taxes are projected to go up
to be 40 percent of one’s income within
the next 35 to 40 years.

All we have to do to verify that kind
of serious situation, increasing the cost
of producing everything we produce in
this country, is to look at what is hap-
pening in Europe, in Japan. Several
countries now in Europe are up to that
40 percent mark. Japan is approaching
it. A country like France, the effective
payroll deduction to pay for the senior
programs in France now is approxi-
mately 70 percent of payroll. It is no
wonder that France is finding it very
difficult to compete in the world mar-
ket.

If we do nothing in this country, if
we keep putting these proposed solu-
tions off because it is easy to demagog,
because really there is only two ways,
Madam Speaker, to fix Social Security
and to fix Medicare. We either bring
more revenues into the program or we
reduce the amount of money coming
out. That means increasing taxes or re-
ducing benefits. One way to increase
revenues, though, is starting to get a
better return on the investments com-
ing in to Social Security, coming into
Medicare. That means investing some
of that money in real returns with real
investments. That is why | have advo-
cated for the last several years that we
have personal retirement savings ac-
counts that can draw real interest re-
turns so that modest-income workers
today can retire wealthy because of the
magic of compound interest.

My grandson painted our fence this
last summer, and | tried to convince
him to put his money into a Roth IRA,
and we figured what that money would
be worth 50 years from now. He said,
Grandpa, | want to really buy a car
with that money and save up for a car.
So we went step by step, year after
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year to see if that money would return
revenues and we found out that $160
would turn into $70,000 by the time he
was ready to retire.

We have to have some real retire-
ment accounts. We have to start get-
ting real returns on the money that is
coming in from Social Security.

TUBERCULOSIS, A WORLDWIDE
EPIDEMIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, remember when we were children,
in some cases 30, 40, 50 years ago, tu-
berculosis clinics were closing in vir-
tually every community in America. |
remember growing up in Mansfield,
Ohio, in the 1950s and 1960s; and | re-
member that tuberculosis clinic was
closed there because Americans real-
ized that tuberculosis was not really
much of a problem in the United States
of the 1960s or 1970s or 1980s.

People are surprised in this country,
Members of Congress are surprised,
citizens are surprised, to learn that tu-
berculosis in 1999 killed 2 million peo-
ple around the world. It killed more
people in 1999 around the world than in
any year in history. Tuberculosis is
one of the greatest infectious disease
Killers of adults worldwide, Kkilling
someone every 15 seconds. It is the big-
gest killer of young women around the
world. It is the biggest Killer of people
with HIV/AIDS. Of the deaths from
AIDS in Africa, literally one-third of
those deaths actually are from tuber-
culosis.

The World Health Organization esti-
mates that one-third of the world’s
population of the 6 billion people in the
world, some 2 billion are infected with
the bacteria that causes tuberculosis,
including an estimated 10 to 15 million
people in the United States.

In India, 1,300 people a day in India,
1,300 people a day die from tuber-
culosis. An estimated 8 million people
around the world develop active TB
each year. It is spreading as a result of
inadequate treatment, and it is a dis-
ease that knows no national borders;
and it is becoming more and more of a
problem in the United States. The
threat that TB poses for Americans de-
rives, one, from the global spread of tu-
berculosis and, second, from the emer-
gence and spread of strains of tuber-
culosis that are multidrug resistant.

In the U.S., TB treatment is nor-
mally only about $2,000 per patient in
the United States and in developing
countries as little as $15 or $20 or no
more than $100 per patient, regular,
sort of standard tuberculosis. The costs
can go up to as much as $250,000 a pa-
tient to treat multidrug resistant tu-
berculosis, and the treatment is much
less likely to be successful.

Multidrug-resistant TB Kkills more
than half those infected even in the
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United States and other industrialized
nations.

Madam Speaker, the gentlewoman
from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), Repub-
lican from Maryland, and | are
bipartisanly sponsoring legislation
which will authorize an appropriation
of $100 million to U.S. Agency for
International Development, USAID, for
the purpose of diagnosing and treating
TB in high-incidents countries. The di-
rector general of the World Health Or-
ganization, Secretary General Gro
Brundtland, said that tuberculosis is
not a medical problem, it is a political
problem. We know how to take care of
people with tuberculosis. We know how
to treat tuberculosis. The question is
the political will to do it, the resources
available to do it.

Tuberculosis experts estimate that it
will cost an additional $1 billion each
year worldwide to control this disease.
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The great majority of funds are used
for the direct implementation of DOTS
Tuberculosis Control Program, DOTS
stands for directly observed treatment,
where a person infected with TB must
take medication every day for up to 6
months, and, if they stop taking it,
then even when they stop coughing up
blood or stop showing symptoms of TB,
their multi-drug-resistant TB can come
back. That is why it is simple to treat,
but difficult to make sure that people
take their medicine every day.

The medicine is there. The will needs
to be there, the outreach workers need
to be available, whether it is in the
United States or India or Nigeria or
wherever across the world.

Resources under our legislation will
be used primarily in those countries
having the highest incidence of tuber-
culosis. It is a problem worldwide that
we as a wealthy country have a moral
obligation to deal with. It is a problem
worldwide that we have a practical rea-
son to deal with, because tuberculosis,
with more tourism, travel, with more
business development, with more trade,
with more airplanes, tuberculosis has
come into our country in greater and
greater incidence, unless we in fact try
to deal with tuberculosis internation-
ally.

That is why we already have bipar-
tisan support for the legislation that
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA) and | are working on. That is
why | ask other Members to join us in
cosponsoring this legislation which 1
will be introducing next week. March
24 is International Tuberculosis Day.
We will be introducing the bill next
week, the week of March 24, and ask
other Members to cosponsor it.

TRIBUTE TO COMMANDER PETER
GUMATAOTAO, COMMANDING OF-
FICER, U.S.S. “DECATUR”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Guam (Mr.
UNDERWOOD) is recognized for 2 min-
utes.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Madam Speaker,
today | rise on behalf of the people of
Guam to recognize the arrival yester-
day Guam time of the naval warship
U.S.S. Decatur, commanded by our own
native son, Commander Peter
Gumataotao.

Peter is the embodiment of all that is
right with Guam. He is proud of his
culture and ancestry, the Chamorro
people. He understands Guam’s history
and the sacrifices of her people to help
restore democracy around the world
during World War Il. And, most impor-
tantly, Peter is respectful and loyal to
his family, his island, his command,
and to his country.

He is a graduate of the U.S. Naval
Academy and earned his Masters de-
gree from the Naval War College. He
has built an illustrious career as a U.S.
Naval officer and has been decorated
and recognized for his good work at
every duty station.

His selection to command the U.S.S.
Decatur is demonstrative of his con-
tinuing excellence and ability; and it is
the first time, to our knowledge, that a
native of Guam has commanded a war-
ship that has sailed into Guam.

Guam is proud of her son, and we
welcome him back to our shores. Peter
will continue to command the Decatur
through the high seas and into danger,
when necessary, to defend democracy
around the world.

On behalf of the people of Guam and
his family, we will continue to keep
you in our hearts, Peter, and wish you
and your crew a safe voyage and con-
gratulations. Welcome home. Thank
you very much for your excellent serv-
ice.

COMMANDER PETER A. GUMATAOTAO, UNITED
STATES NAVY, COMMANDING OFFICER U.S.S.
DECATUR (DDG 73)

Commander Peter. A. Gumataotao, a na-
tive of Agana, Guam, earned his commission
in May 1981 from the U.S. Naval Academy in
Annapolis, Maryland, where he received a
Bachelor of Science Degree in Resources
Management.

His first tour at sea was on board U.S.S.
Bagley (FF 1069) as First Lieutanant and CIC
Officer. He later served as Battery Control
Officer in U.S.S. Wordern (CG 18). During this
tour was the recipient of the Hawaii Navy
League Award.

Ashore, he served as Assistant Surface Op-
erations Officer and Surface Systems Anal-
ysis Officer for COMTHIRDFLT. He was
COMTHIRDFLT’s primary action officer for
the planning and execution of Operational
Test Launches of Tomahawk cruise missiles
to include the only open ocean Tomahawk
Anti-Ship Missile (TASM) live test shot con-
ducted in the Pacific Fleet. During his tour
as Combat Systems Officer aboard U.S.S.
Reuben James (FFG 57), the ship received the
Battle Efficiency Award, and his department
was awarded the Spokane Trophy Award for
Combat Systems excellence. Commander
Gumataotao was the recipient of the
COMNAVSURFPAC Shiphandler of the Year
award while on board U.S.S. Reuben James.
Additionally, U.S.S. Reuben James was one of
two ships that accompanied CINCPACFLT
on a historic port visit to Vladivostok, Rus-
sia in 1990. While serving as Combat Systems
Officer for COMDESRON THIRTY ONE,
Commander Gumataotao participated in nu-
merous underseas warfare research and de-
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velopment projects both in open ocean and
shallow water towed array operations.

Commander Guamataotao earned a Master
of Arts Degree in National Security Stra-
tegic Studies at the Naval War College in
Newport, Rhode Island and was the United
States representative at the Naval Staff Col-
lege.

His most recent sea assignment was as Ex-
ecutive Officer on board U.S.S. Curtis Wilbur
(DDG 54). During this tour, Commander
Guamataotao assumed the duties as Com-
manding Officer of U.S.S. Curtis Wilbur while
the ship was deployed to the Arabian Gulf.
Following his sea tour, he served as a Fellow
for the CNO Operations Strategic Studies
Group at the Center for Naval Analysis in
Washington, DC and then served as Congres-
sional Liaison for Surface Programs at the
Navy Office of Legislative Affairs.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. GIBBONS) at 2 p.m.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend James
David Ford, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

Let us pray using the words of Psalm
46:

God is our refuge and strength, a
very present help in trouble. Therefore,
we will not fear though the earth
should change, though the mountains
shake in the heart of the sea; though
its waters roar and foam, though the
mountains tremble with its tumult.

There is a river whose streams make
glad the city of God, the holy habi-
tation of the Most High, God is in the
midst of her, she shall not be moved;
God will help her right early. The na-
tions rage, the kingdoms totter; he ut-
ters his voice, the earth melts. The
Lord of hosts is with us; the God of
Jacob is our refuge. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
KELLY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. KELLY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
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lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

THE TAIWAN FACILITIES
ENHANCEMENT ACT

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this
Member rises to alert his colleagues to
the introduction of H.R. 3707, the Tai-
wan Facilities Enhancement Act. This
bill authorizes construction of modern,
secure facilities for the American In-
stitute on Taiwan.

In the Taiwan Relations Act of 1979,
the Congress established the American
Institute on Taiwan to perform on be-
half of the United States Government
any and all programs and other rela-
tions with Taiwan. These facilities are
grossly inadequate today from a secu-
rity perspective, and major enhance-
ments would be necessary to bring
them into compliance with security re-
quirements.

Mr. Speaker, Congress must specifi-
cally act to authorize because it is not
a normal embassy or a consulate.

Mr. Speaker, over 20 years after the
enactment of the Taiwan Relations
Act, our unofficial relations with the
people of Taiwan are stronger, more ro-
bust, and more important than ever.
For very practical and security rea-
sons, the Congress needs to act to up-
grade our diplomatic facilities on Tai-
wan as well.

It will also demonstrate that we have
and will have a presence in Taipei for
the long-term, if necessary, to assure
that any reunification is peaceful and
uncoerced. This Member hopes that all
Members of Congress will cosponsor
and support this legislation.

BLISS MANUFACTURING
BANKRUPTED

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Bliss
Manufacturing in my district makes
bumpers for General Motors. Not any
more. Bliss bankrupted yesterday, put-
ting 500 of my workers on the street
due to two reasons: number one, the
continuing flood of illegal steel im-
ports; and number 2, after a recent de-
cision by the United States Inter-
national Trade Commission that ruled
in favor of Japan, Russia, Brazil, and
Korea.

Beam me up. Even the Youngstown
Vindicator, one of the most respected
newspapers in Ohio, one of the staunch-
est supporters of free trade in open
markets, said enough is enough. | agree
with the Youngstown Vindicator.

I will be submitting legislation this
week that my colleagues should sup-
port. I want to yield back the gutless
wonders of the United States Inter-
national Trade Commission and the
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Clinton/Gore administration that
pointed them.

ap-

COLOMBIA AID PACKAGE

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, soon
the House is expected to consider the
supplemental appropriations bill which
contains the Colombia aid package.
While this package is far from perfect,
it is essential that we pass it now. Fail-
ure to do so would send a signal to the
drug cartels in Colombia that this Con-
gress is not serious about helping Co-
lombia fight the war on drugs.

In fact, delaying the passage of this
bill any further has and will lead to in-
creased violence in Colombia. On
March 8, just last week, for example,
100 guerillas from the drug cartel-
backed FARC attacked a village 250
miles south of Bogota and released 92
of their compatriots who were impris-
oned there. No doubt further delays
will lead to more and even more bolder
attacks.

This recent attack should present us
with the more clear evidence that any
further delay in passing a comprehen-
sive aid package to Colombia will re-
sult in more violence, more attacks,
and could threaten the very existence
of the Colombian government.

Mr. Speaker, if we fail to act now, we
will leave our friends in Colombia vul-
nerable to the narcoterrorists who will
freely build their power and wealth
upon the broken lives of our children. |
urge support for the supplemental.

FAMILY FARMERS

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the small
family farm is quickly becoming an en-
dangered species in this Nation. And
with farmers being hit by the inherit-
ance tax or what we should call the
death tax, it is no surprise. Many fam-
ily farmers work hard their whole lives
struggling to make ends meet as they
feed not only their own families, but
families around the world. But instead
of showing gratitude to farmers for
their lifetime of work, our government
instead punishes these farmers when
they pass their farm on to the next
generation.

When a farmer dies, the Federal Gov-
ernment assesses a tax of up to 55 per-
cent on the value of his or her farm.
This is ridiculous. It is tragic. For
many people, the American dream is to
build up a business or a farm and then
pass it on to their children. Yet many
times the children have to sell the
farm just to pay the taxes.

Death should not be a taxable event.
We are losing our farms. We should re-
peal the death tax.

I urge all of my colleagues to work
towards this end. Farmers deserve a
thank you, not an 10U.
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TRADING WITH THE ENEMY

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, soon this
august body will be debating the trade
status of the United States with the
People’s Republic of China. We will
begin discussing whether or not the
U.S. should expand its trade relation-
ships with a nation that has, one, sto-
len top secret nuclear technology from
the United States and its laboratories;
two, continues to be a known violator
of human rights; and three, has threat-
ened the United States with nuclear
war.

Just a couple of weeks ago, China
threatened to fire long-range nuclear
missiles at the United States if we de-
fend Taiwan. Mr. Speaker, how can we
trust a nation that has stolen U.S.
technology and secrets, oppressed its
own people, and now threatens the
United States with nuclear war?

The actions of China appear no dif-
ferent from those of the Soviet Union
during the Cold War. We did not con-
sider an open trade policy with the
USSR then, and we should not consider
granting normal trade relationships
with China today.

I yield back the dangerous Clinton
trade policies which force Americans
to give to a nation that is all ready and
willing to launch a nuclear attack on
us.

CONGRESS SHOULD REPEAL THE
GAS TAX TODAY

(Mr. COLLINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, the lead
story on most all newscasts today is
about the high price of gasoline and
fuel.

In just the past 2 weeks, the price has
risen 12 cents per gallon, with a na-
tional average today at $1.53 per gallon
as compared to less than $1 one year
ago. For the past two weeks the people
at home have asked, what is Congress
going to do about the high price of gas-
oline?

Mr. Speaker, the only controlling
factor the Congress has pertaining to
the price of gas or fuel is the tax im-
posed by Congress. In 1993, the Con-
gress increased the gas tax by 4.3 cents
per gallon for deficit reduction. Today
there is no deficit. Today Congress can
repeal the 4.3 cents gas tax and help
with the cost of gas and fuel.

Mr. Speaker, | am aware of the needs
and the challenges of infrastructure,
but the Congress must adjust its needs,
the same as a family adjusts its budget
to meet its needs.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER). Pursuant to clause 8 of
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rule XX, the Chair announces that he
will postpone further proceedings
today on each motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yeas and nays are ordered or on which
the vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules, but not before 6 p.m. today.

ESTABLISHING A JOINT CONGRES-
SIONAL COMMITTEE ON INAU-
GURAL CEREMONIES

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate Concurrent Resolution (S. Con.
Res. 89) to establish a Joint Congres-
sional Committee on Inaugural Cere-
monies for the inauguration of the
President-elect and the Vice President-
elect of the United States on January
20, 2001.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. CoN. RES. 89

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT OF JOINT COM-
MITTEE.

There is established a Joint Congressional
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies (in this
resolution referred to as the “joint com-
mittee’’) consisting of 3 Senators and 3 Rep-
resentatives, to be appointed by the Presi-
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, respectively. The
joint committee is authorized to make the
necessary arrangements for the inauguration
of the President-elect and Vice President-
elect of the United States on January 20,
2001.

SEC. 2. SUPPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE.

The joint committee—

(1) is authorized to utilize appropriate
equipment and the services of appropriate
personnel of departments and agencies of the
Federal Government, under arrangements
between the joint committee and the heads
of those departments and agencies, in con-
nection with the inaugural proceedings and
ceremonies; and

(2) may accept gifts and donations of goods
and services to carry out its responsibilities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMAS) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS).

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, everyone, | think, is be-
coming aware that this is a presi-
dential election year, but it is not just
a political event. It is, in fact, an im-
portant governmental institutional
event. It is, in the long history of gov-
ernments, the longest peaceful transi-
tion between those who hold the execu-
tive position in this government.

Senate Concurrent Resolution 89 is
the traditional start of this institu-
tional process. The chairman of the
Senate Committee on Rules and the
ranking member have cleared through
the Senate and presented to the House
this concurrent resolution, which will
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establish the Joint Congressional Com-
mittee on the inaugural ceremonies
surrounding the selection of the Presi-
dent of the United States on the first
Tuesday after the first Monday in No-
vember of the year 2000 for that cere-
mony on January 20, 2001.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of this
resolution. This routine concurrent
resolution will create, as the chairman
has said, the customary joint com-
mittee of this Congress to prepare for
the inauguration of the 43rd President
and the 46th Vice President of the
United States on January 20, 2001.

The joint committee will consist of
three Senators and three Representa-
tives who will plan the ceremony
transferring the highest office in the
land to the person chosen as our next
chief executive.

That simple but elegant, dignified
ceremony is the grandest in our na-
tional life, and symbolizes our commit-
ment to peaceful, democratic self-gov-
ernance. The chairman correctly point-
ed out that ours is the longest-standing
democracy in history. That transfer of
power is a magnificent testimony to
the people of the United States and our
commitment to democracy.

I urge all Members to support the
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate Concur-
rent Resolution, Senate Concurrent
Resolution 89.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of S. Con. Res. 89, the
Senate concurrent resolution just con-
curred in.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
ROTUNDA BY JOINT CONGRES-
SIONAL COMMITTEE ON INAU-
GURAL CEREMONIES

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
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Senate concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 90) to authorize the use of the ro-
tunda of the Capitol by the Joint Con-
gressional Committee on Inaugural
Ceremonies in connection with the pro-
ceedings and ceremonies conducted for
the inauguration of the President-elect
and the Vice President-elect of the
United States.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. CoN. REs. 90

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF THE ROTUNDA OF THE CAP-
ITOL.

The rotunda of the United States Capitol is
authorized to be used on January 20, 2001, by
the Joint Congressional Committee on Inau-
gural Ceremonies in connection with the pro-
ceedings and ceremonies conducted for the
inauguration of the President-elect and the
Vice President-elect of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMAS) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS).

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is obviously an ad-
joining resolution which, having cre-
ated the structure of the committee to
assist in this inaugural ceremony, the
facilities of the Capitol Rotunda are
made available.

Oftentimes, the Rotunda is used for,
in essence, social and ceremonial ac-
tivities. However, those Members who
were here might remember that Janu-
ary day of 1985 at the inaugural cere-
mony of the second term of then Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan.

His 1980 election was a balmy spring-
like day with the West Front being the
focal point for the inauguration. In
January of 1985, it was an extremely
cold and bitter snowy January, and in
fact, the swearing-in ceremony had to
take place in that Rotunda, packed as
tightly as | have ever seen it packed
with people anticipating, once again,
the inauguration of a president of the
United States.
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This Senate concurrent resolution of-
fered by the chairman of the Senate
Committee on Rules and the ranking
member, as it states quite clearly,
would be in connection with the cere-
monies. Let us hope that it is, in fact,
a social and ceremonial use of the ro-
tunda rather than cover because of the
kind of weather that no one wants to
accompany an inauguration of the
President of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, all of us were very
pleased that the judgment was made to
move into the rotunda, and, that in
fact, the rotunda was available on Jan-
uary 20, 1985. | think the temperature
outside with the windchill was many
degrees below zero. It was a very cold
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period. Very frankly, the health of all
of those in attendance, including the
President himself, would have been at
stake had we remained outside.

More than that, however, the ro-
tunda, of course, is one of our most his-
torical sites, in the middle of the
United States Capitol, which is per-
ceived around the world as the center
of democracy.

| rise in support of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, no matter how cold
that day was, the event certainly
warmed the hearts of all Americans.
We look forward to the ceremonies sur-
rounding the next President of the
United States, and it certainly will
warm all of our hearts once again.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMAS) that the House
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate concurrent resolution, S. Con.
Res. 90.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on Senate Concurrent Resolution 90.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2000

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3845) to make corrections to the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3845

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Small Busi-
ness Investment Corrections Act of 2000”".
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

(&) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—Section
103(5)(A)(i) of the Small Business Investment
Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 662(5)(A)(i)) is amended
by inserting ‘“‘regardless of the allocation of
control during the investment period under
any investment agreement between the busi-
ness concern and the entity making the in-
vestment”’ before the semicolon at the end.

(b) LONG TERM.—Section 103 of the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C.
662) is amended—



March 14, 2000

(1) in paragraph (15), by striking “‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (16), by striking the period
at the end and inserting *‘; and”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(17) the term ‘long term’, when used in
connection with equity capital or loan funds
invested in any small business concern or
smaller enterprise, means any period of time
not less than 1 year.”.

SEC. 3. SUBSIDY FEES.

(a) DEBENTURES.—Section 303(b) of the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 (15
U.S.C. 683(b)) is amended by striking ‘“‘plus
an additional charge of 1 percent per annum
which shall be paid to and retained by the
Administration” and inserting ‘““plus, for de-
bentures issued after September 30, 2000, an
additional charge, in an amount established
annually by the Administration, of not more
than 1 percent per year as necessary to re-
duce to zero the cost (as defined in section
502 of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990
(2 U.S.C. 661a)) to the Administration of pur-
chasing and guaranteeing debentures under
this Act, which shall be paid to and retained
by the Administration™.

(b) PARTICIPATING SECURITIES.—Section
303(g)(2) of the Small Business Investment
Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 683(g)(2)) is amended by
striking “‘plus an additional charge of 1 per-
cent per annum which shall be paid to and
retained by the Administration’ and insert-
ing “‘plus, for participating securities issued
after September 30, 2000, an additional
charge, in an amount established annually
by the Administration, of not more than 1
percent per year as necessary to reduce to
zero the cost (as defined in section 502 of the
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C.
66la)) to the Administration of purchasing
and guaranteeing participating securities
under this Act, which shall be paid to and re-
tained by the Administration”.

SEC. 4. DISTRIBUTIONS.

Section 303(g)(8) of the Small Business In-
vestment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 683(g)(8)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘subchapter s corporation”
and inserting ‘‘subchapter S corporation’’;

(2) by striking ‘““the end of any calendar
quarter based on a quarterly’” and inserting
‘“‘any time during any calendar quarter based
on an’’; and

(3) by striking ‘“‘quarterly distributions for
a calendar year,” and inserting “‘interim dis-
tributions for a calendar year,”’.

SEC. 5. CONFORMING AMENDMENT.

Section 310(c)(4) of the Small Business In-
vestment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 687b(c)(4)) is
amended by striking ‘‘five years’ and insert-
ing “1 year”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. KELLY) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. KELLY).

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first, I would like to
thank the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ), the ranking
member of the Committee on Small
Business, for her efforts in moving this
noncontroversial, yet crucial legisla-
tion through the committee process on
the floor today.

H.R. 3845, the SBIC Corrections Act,
is a specific, clear-cut bill offered in an
efficient and timely fashion. The pur-
pose of H.R. 3845 is to amend the Small
Business Investment Act to make
changes in the Small Business Invest-
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ment Company program at the Small
Business Administration, commonly
known as SBIC program.

Created by Congress in 1958, SBICs
are licensed by the Small Business Ad-
ministration. They are privately orga-
nized and privately managed firms.
SBICs serve as profit-motivated busi-
nesses that have a chance to invest in
small businesses and a chance to share
in the success of the small businesses
they expand and thrive.

SBICs serve as partners with the gov-
ernment and the private sector by
using both their own capital and funds
borrowed through the Federal Govern-
ment to provide venture capital to
small, independent businesses, both

start-ups and established businesses.
. 3845 contains four technical

changes to improve the program and
correct problems brought to the com-
mittee’s attention through the over-
sight process. We heard testimony re-
garding these changes at a hearing held
on March 9. SBA has examined this leg-
islation and is in agreement with the
changes the Committee on Small Busi-
ness has made.

The bill makes four minor changes in
the SBIC program. First, H.R. 3845
modifies the definition of control for
SBIC investment in small businesses,
eliminating a cumbersome five-prong
test and setting a clear statutory
standard.

Second, the legislation modifies the
definition of long-term investment to
harmonize that definition with accept-
ed business practice and the tax and
banking laws, changing it from 5 years
to 1 year.

Third, the bill allows the administra-
tion to adjust the subsidy fee for the
SBIC program to maintain the subsidy
rate of the program at zero. It is an un-
fortunate side effect of the success of
the program that the current fixed 1
percent fee is actually taking in more
money than the cost of the program,
resulting in an unnecessary cost to
borrowers.

I would also point out that this sec-
tion has been amended to be effective
after the end of the year; therefore, the
bill has no impact on direct spending in
the current fiscal year.

Finally, the bill changes the lan-
guage in the investment act concerning
distributions by SBICs. H.R. 3845 will
allow SBICs more flexibility in making
distributions to their investors and
will simplify the accounting and tax
procedures for SBICs by permitting dis-
tributions according to the quarterly
needs of SBICs.

Mr. Speaker, while these changes are
minor, they are essential to the contin-
ued success of this valuable program. |
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 3845
and the thousands of small businesses
who could not flourish without the cap-
ital provided by the SBIC program.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.
Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, |

yield myself as much time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, as an original cosponsor
of H.R. 3845, I rise in strong support of
this legislation that continues to build
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on a program that has been critical to
the success of this Nation’s small busi-
nesses.

Mr. Speaker, as many Members of
this body are aware, the Small Busi-
ness Investment Company program cre-
ated in the 1950s has been one of the
most successful tools in helping this
Nation’s entrepreneurs succeed. This
private-public partnership has provided
access to capital, resulting in more
than $15 billion worth of investment in
90,000 small businesses. Of that, $600
million has gone to businesses located
in low- and moderate-income commu-
nities. SBICs have helped such house-
hold names as Apple Computers, Fed-
eral Express, and Callaway Golf get off
the ground.

With today’s passage of H.R. 3845, we
will build on work already undertaken
by this body last year that passed, and
the President signed, legislation that
streamlined the SBIC program. These
changes increased flexibility, allowing
more businesses to receive the vital fi-
nancing that they need.

But given last year’s passage of
sweeping financial modernization legis-
lation that allowed banks, insurance
companies, and investment firms to
compete in all sectors of financial serv-
ices, it is critical that we update the
SBIC program.

The Gramm-Leach-Bliley legislation,
while providing an important new serv-
ice to small business, has had a rip-
pling effect throughout the entire fi-
nancial community, including the
SBIC program. Banks are no longer re-
quired to use the SBIC program for
venture capital investments, and the
new realities of venture capital are
that we must, too, make some adjust-
ment that will ensure this program
continues a strong record of service.

Let me give my colleagues an exam-
ple of the types of changes we must
make. Since the program was created
in the 1950s, it was established that, in
order to be deemed a long-term invest-
ment, the investment must be held for
5 years. However, when we passed fi-
nancial modernization, the definition
of long-term investment was set at 1
year. If the SBIC program is to con-
tinue as an attractive investment op-
tion, rules like what is considered a
long-term investment must be con-
sistent with the rest of this Nation’s fi-
nancial laws.

The legislation also addresses the
critical issues of control. When the
SBIC program was originally created,
it was clear that SBICs would not serve
as holding companies. Over the life of
the program in recognition of the
changes in venture capital investment,
several exceptions have been put in
place that will allow for limited con-
trol. Unfortunately, rather than updat-
ing the program, this has created a
complicated and burdensome system
for both the SBIC and SBA that, in the
end, limits assistance to small busi-
nesses.
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This legislation recognizes that to-
day’s SBICs act as incubators of busi-
ness ideas. It is still the intent that
SBICs do not become holding compa-
nies; but in many cases, SBICs may
need to create, capitalize, and operate
small business concerns in the early
years.

The other changes under consider-
ation ensure that the fees are not over-
burdensome and that the SBICs will be
given the maximum flexibility with
tax distribution to help with the cash
flow.

I want to also commend the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. TALENT),
the chairman, and the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. KELLY) for their
hard work on this legislation.

These changes will continue to make
the SBIC program the current flagship
program that it is. | believe it is impor-
tant to act quickly to ensure that the
SBIC program continues its mission of
creating future companies that, in
turn, become common household
names.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, | would like
to state that this technical corrections
act is entirely that, technical in na-
ture. However, it will save time and ex-
pense for both SBA and SBICs by elimi-

nating duplicative filings and ineffi-
cient use of the SBA resources.

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
KELLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3845, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3845.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

JOEL T. BROYHILL POSTAL
BUILDING

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3699) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 8409 Lee Highway in
Merrifield, Virginia, as the “Joel T.
Broyhill Postal Building”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3699

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. JOEL T. BROYHILL POSTAL BUILD-
ING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 8409
Lee Highway in Merrifield, Virginia, shall be
known and designated as the ““Joel T. Broy-
hill Postal Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ““Joel T. Broyhill Postal
Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. McHuUGH) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MCHUGH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3699.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) introduced this
bill, H.R. 3699, on February 29 of this
year, with each Member of the House
delegation from the State of Virginia
supporting the legislation, which is the
standing policy on the Committee on
Government Reform.

As noted, Mr. Speaker, this bill des-
ignates the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 8409
Lee Highway in Merrifield, Virginia, as
the ““Joel T. Broyhill Postal Building.”

The Congressional Budget Office has
reviewed the legislation and has deter-
mined the enactment of H.R. 3699
would have no significant impact upon
the Federal budget. Spending by the
Postal Service is classified as off-budg-
et and, thus, is not subject to pay-as-
you-go procedures. As well, the bill
contains no intergovernmental or pri-
vate sector mandates as defined in the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act. It
would impose no cost on State, local,
or tribal governments.

Mr. Speaker, | am very proud of the
record of this subcommittee in working
with particularly the distinguished
gentleman from Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FATTAH), the ranking mi-
nority member, in having the oppor-
tunity to bring a host of postal naming
bills to this floor.

Today we have two bills that cer-
tainly are no exception, two bills that
seek to name facilities after individ-
uals who, as their predecessors have
done, have so admirably served their
country, have served, in these in-
stances, their Congress and their gov-
ernment here in Washington, and most
importantly have served their commu-
nities.

O 1430

I am going to be pleased in a moment
to yield to our good friend and col-
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league, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. WoLF), for a full description of the
background of our first designee. But |
would just say that this is an indi-
vidual who was elected to the 83rd Con-
gress in 1955 and for 22 years served in
this House proudly.

Of interest, he was the first Member
of Congress to represent what was then
the newly created 10th Congressional
District of Virginia, where he served as
a member on the Republican side of the
aisle. It is also important to note, Mr.
Speaker, that Congressman Broyhill
was also a member of what was then
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service, that committee at the time
that oversaw the activities of the post-
al service and, as such, | think is par-
ticularly worthy of this particular des-
ignation.

His time in Congress, | think, would
merit such a designation, but Congress-
man Broyhill accumulated a record of
service that extends far beyond the
halls of this hallowed institution. He
was a decorated veteran. He served in
World War Il as a captain and, at age
25, he fought in the Battle of the Bulge,
where he was taken prisoner and held
in a German POW camp until he hero-
ically escaped and rejoined the advanc-
ing allied forces.

In short, Mr. Speaker, this is an indi-
vidual that dedicated most of his life to
service of his country, both in a public
fashion and, as we have just heard, in
his military capacity as well.

Congressman Broyhill today is the
father of three daughters and one step-
daughter and resides not far from this
body, in Arlington, Virginia. It is with
great pride, Mr. Speaker, that | bring
this bill to the floor and ask for its en-
thusiastic adoption.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

As a member of the Committee on
Government Reform, | am pleased to
join with the gentleman from New
York (Mr. McHUGH) in the consider-
ation of two postal-naming bills. Both
bills honor fine individuals who have
contributed much to the improvement
of their country and their State.

First, we will consider H.R. 3699,
which honors Joel Broyhill. When the
time is appropriate, Mr. Speaker, after
we hear from the prime sponsor, | will
yield to my colleague, the gentleman
from the fine State of Virginia (Mr.
MORAN), to make some further com-
ments on this bill.

Mr. Speaker: H.R. 3699 and H.R. 3701,
both sponsored by Congressman FRANK
WOLF, have met the committee cosponsorship
requirement and are supported by the entire
Virginia congressional delegation. It must be
voted that the persons honored by H.R. 3699
and H.R. 3701—former members of Con-
gress—Joel Broyhill and Joseph Fisher, both
represented the congressional district currently
held by Congressman FRANK WOLF.

As the Ranking minority member of the
Subcommittee on the Postal Service, | would
like to thank Chairman BURTON and Chairman
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MCHuGH for their support and assistance in
the accommodation and timely consideration
of these postal naming bills.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3699, to designate the
United States Postal Service located at 8409
Lee Highway in Merrifield, Virginia, as the
“Joel T. Broyhill Postal Building,” was intro-
duced by Congressman WOLF on Tuesday,
February 29, 2000, with the support and co-
sponsorship of the entire Virginia delegation.

Congressman Joel T. Broyhill was born in
1919 in Hopewell, Virginia. A World War Il
Army veteran, he fought in the famous “Battle
of the Bulge,” was captured and held as a
POW in a German camp until his escape. Mr.
Broyhill returned to Virginia and was elected to
Congress in 1952, representing the loth Dis-
trict for 22 years. He served as a Republican
member of the House Committee on Post Of-
fice and Civil Service, the Committee on the
District of Columbia, and the Committee on
Ways and Means.

| urge swift adoption of this measure.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF),
who is the primary author of this bill,
a gentleman who has worked very hard
to bring these two very meritorious
measures to the floor before us today.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege, as the
representative of the 10th Congres-
sional District of Virginia, to speak
today in very strong support of legisla-
tion | introduced which would des-
ignate the postal facility located at
8409 Lee Highway in Merrifield, Vir-
ginia, as the Joel T. Broyhill Postal
Building. | want to thank the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCHUGH)
of the Subcommittee on Postal Service
and the entire Committee on Govern-
ment Reform for moving this legisla-
tion very, very fast.

The Honorable Joel T. Broyhill was
elected to Congress in 1952 and began
his career in the service in the House
as a Republican Member in 1953 in the
83rd Congress. | can still remember
looking down and seeing Congressman
Broyhill as he served here on the floor
for so many years.

Born in Hopewell, Virginia, on No-
vember 4, 1919, Joel Broyhill served 22
years as a representative of the 10th
Congressional District. He was the first
Member of Congress to represent the
newly created 10th. He began his con-
gressional career and service as a mem-
ber, as the gentleman from New York
(Mr. McHUGH) said, of the House Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service
and the District of Columbia, and later
became a member of the powerful
House Committee on Ways and Means.

Constituent services, assisting people
he represented, was the cornerstone of
Joel Broyhill’s service in Congress. Ac-
cording to the Almanac of American
Politics in 1972, and | quote, they said,
“There were few offices that took care
of constituents’ needs and complaints
with more efficiency.”” Congressman
Broyhill estimated that he aided more
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than 100,000 10th Congressional District
residents in his 20-plus year service in
office. The almanac also describes Con-
gressman Broyhill as a Member of Con-
gress and says that he “‘should be cred-
ited with voting his conscience.”

Congressman Broyhill is a decorated
veteran and for 4 years served bravely,
along with thousands of other young
American soldiers, in World War Il as a
captain in the 106th Infantry Division.
At the age of 25, Captain Broyhill
fought in one of the most decisive and
costly conflicts in World War 11, the fa-
mous, the infamous, the Battle of the
Bulge. He was taken prisoner and held
in a German POW camp until he hero-
ically escaped and was able to rejoin
advancing allied forces.

Congressman Broyhill has dedicated
most of his life to serving his country
in both war and peace, in public and in
a military capacity. His commitment
and his devotion to public service is de-
serving of recognition, and it is appro-
priate that the postal building at 3409
Lee Highway in Merrifield, Virginia, be
renamed in his honor. He also loved
this body and loved this House, and |
appreciate the fact that the House has
honored him with this.

Congressman Broyhill is the father of
three daughters, one step-daughter and
resides today in Arlington, Virginia.

Mr. Speaker, the entire Virginia con-
gressional delegation has sponsored
this legislation today, and we join in
asking our colleagues to vote in sup-
port of H.R. 3699 to honor former Con-
gressman Joel T. Broyhill through the
naming of the Joel T. Broyhill Postal
Building in Merrifield, Virginia.

I would also like to announce that
Senator WARNER has introduced iden-
tical legislation in the Senate where
we hope it goes for a quick passage.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank the gentleman for yielding
me this time, the distinguished gen-

tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH).
Mr. Speaker, it is entirely appro-

priate that we name the central post
office facility in Merrifield, Virginia,
after Joel Broyhill. Mr. Broyhill served
Arlington County and Fairfax County
and Northern Virginia extraordinarily
well during his long public career. It
was a transitional period during those
days and Mr. Broyhill earned a reputa-
tion for excellent service to his con-
stituency, particularly Federal work-
ers.

A native of Hopewell, Virginia, this
distinguished gentleman attended pub-
lic schools, graduated from Fork Union
Military Academy, and then, upon
completion of his studies at George
Washington University, enlisted in the
Army.

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
McHuUGH) and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WoOLF) have described his
courage and valor. He escaped the Ger-
man forces after the Battle of the
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Bulge and then rejoined advancing
American forces. After his distin-
guished career in the military ended,
he did not end his public service. After
concluding his military career, he re-
sumed real estate pursuits but then ran
for Congress.

His base was his long service with the
Arlington County Chamber of Con-
gress, the County Planning Commis-
sion in Arlington, and then served for
22 years in the United States Congress.
He was a vigilant advocate for Federal
workers. He served his country well. As
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WoLF) has said, he was credited with
always voting his conscience.

It is entirely appropriate, Mr. Speak-
er, that we recognize his commitment
and devotion to public service by nam-
ing this central post office in his
honor.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me great pleasure to rise today to honor Mr.
Joel T. Broyhill. I am proud to be a co-sponsor
along with my colleagues from Northern Vir-
ginia, Congressmen FRANK WOLF and JoMm
MoRAN, of H.R. 3699, designating that the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3409 Lee Highway in Merrifield, Vir-
ginia, to be known as “Joel T. Broyhill Postal
Building.” Mr. Broyhill has served a distin-
guished career in the United States Army and
as a Representative from Virginia’'s 10th Con-
gressional District.

Born in Hopewell, Virginia, November 1919,
the Honorable Joel Broyhill was first elected to
the Eighty-third Congress in 1952 as a Repub-
lican and served for 22 years as representa-
tive of the 10th Congressional District. He was
the first elected representative of the newly
created district. He served as a member of the
House Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service, and a committee nearest to my heart,
the Committee on the District of Columbia and
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Congressman Broyhill, a decorated veteran,
served four years in World War Il as a Captain
in the 106th Infantry Division. At age 25, he
fought in the “Battle of the Bulge” and was
held captive in a German POW camp until he
heroically escaped and made his way back to
the advancing Allied armies.

The Honorable Joel Broyhill has dedicated
his life to serving his country in both the mili-
tary and as a public official. The Almanac of
American Politics stated that Congressman
Broyhill “should be credited by voting his con-
science.” His commitment and dedication to
public service is deserving of recognition, and
it is appropriate that the postal building at
3409 Lee Highway in Merrifield, Virginia.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, | am proud to honor
such a man as Joel Broyhill. He was ably
served his country and community. | know my
colleagues join me in honoring and thanking
Joel for his many years of dedicated service to
the people of Virginia’s 10th Congressional
District.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further requests for time, and | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | would
simply urge all our Members to support
this very worthy piece of legislation
honoring an equally worthy individual.

Mr. Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. McCHuGH) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 3699.

The question was taken.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

JOSEPH L. FISHER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3701) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3118 Washington Boulevard in
Arlington, Virginia, as the ‘““Joseph L.
Fisher Post Office Building’’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3701

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JOSEPH L. FISHER POST OFFICE
BUILDING.
@

DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 3118
Washington Boulevard in Arlington, Vir-
ginia, shall be known and designated as the
““Joseph L. Fisher Post Office Building™.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ““Joseph L. Fisher Post
Office Building”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. McHUGH) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania  (Mr.
FATTAH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MCHUGH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3701, the bill now under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) once again has
taken the mantle of leadership in in-
troducing this bill, H.R. 3701. Also on
February 29 of this year and, as in the
previous enactment, he has brought
the entire House delegation of the
State of Virginia in support of his pro-
posal in concert with the standing pol-
icy of the Committee on Government
Reform.

As we have heard, H.R. 3701 des-
ignates the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 3118
Washington Boulevard in Arlington,
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Virginia, as the Joseph L. Fisher Post
Office Building.

The Congressional Budget Office has
also reviewed this legislation and de-
termined that its enactment would
have no significant impact on the Fed-
eral budget. Spending by the postal
service is classified as off budget and
not subject to pay-as-you-go proce-
dures. This act would have no impact
or cost on State, local, or tribal gov-
ernments.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, we have an
individual and an opportunity to honor
an individual who served in this body.
Joseph L. Fisher was elected as a rep-
resentative from the 10th District of
Virginia in 1974, the 94th Congress, as a
Democrat, and served for three terms,
interestingly enough, immediately fol-
lowing our previous honoree, Rep-
resentative Broyhill.

As in our previous designee, then
Congressman Fisher went on to a very
storied, very meritorious career in pub-
lic service. After his leaving Congress,
he served as Secretary of Human Re-
sources for the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia during Governor RoBB’s adminis-
tration. He was a professor of political
economy at George Mason University.
He served as the Chairman of the Na-
tional Academy of Public Administra-
tion. He served as the head of the Uni-
tarian Universalist Association, and on
and on and on.

As | have said previously, we are in-
deed privileged today to have the op-
portunity to honor two individuals who
have served in a broad range of capac-
ities that have really exemplified what
the commitment to public service
should be and, in fact, is all about.

Congressman Fisher passed from our
midst in Arlington, Virginia, in 1992;
but he is survived today by his wife,
Margaret, seven children, 16 grand-
children, and two great-grandsons. And
certainly to them we want to extend
our most heartfelt feelings of apprecia-
tion and deep respect for the actions of
Joseph L. Fisher in support of this
House, in support of his government,
and in support of his community.

I will be pleased in a moment to yield
to the author, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WoLF), for some more exten-
sive remarks.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to also add
my voice in support of H.R. 3701. This
is another bill authored by our good
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from the State of Virginia (Mr. WOLF),
who has been concerned with, among
many other issues, the question of
making sure that this Congress recog-
nizes the importance of family.

O 1445

I think that is evident by these two
bills, he understands that family ex-
tends even to Members who have left
this body. And we honor ourselves by
recognizing the contributions of those
who come before us.
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So | want to thank him for offering
this bill, and | add my support to it.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3701, to designate the
United States Postal Service located at 3118
Washington Boulevard in Arlington, Virginia,
as the “Joseph L. Fisher Post Office Building,”
was introduced with the support and cospon-
sorship of the entire Virginia delegation.

The late Congressman Joseph L. Fisher
was born in Rhode Island. In 1963 he was
elected to the Arlington, Virginia County Board
and served as chairman of the Washington
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. After un-
seating a former member of Congress, Con-
gressman Joel Broyhill in 1974, Congressman
Fisher was elected to represent the 10th Dis-
trict where he served for three terms. Con-
gressman Fisher, a Democrat, was a dedi-
cated member of the Committee on Ways and
Means and Committee on the Budget. During
his time in the Congress, he made a reputa-
tion for his work on taxes, energy and budget
policy.

At the time of his death in 1992, Congress-
man Fisher was a Distinguished Visiting Pro-
fessor of Political Economy at George Mason
University.

| urge swift adoption of this measure and
thank my colleague, Congressman WOLF for
seeking to honor such distinguished men and
former members of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as | mentioned, we are
very fortunate today to have two indi-
viduals designated in these two bills
who are so worthy of this designation
that | am confident we are about to be-
stow.

Again, to that opportunity, we owe
much to the sponsors of both bills, the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF).

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF).

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentleman for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor and a
privilege to speak in support of the leg-
islation | introduced to designate the
post office located at 3118 Washington
Boulevard in Arlington, Virginia, as
the ““Joseph L. Fisher Post Office.”

I want to again thank the gentleman
from New York (Chairman McHUGH) of
the Postal Service subcommittee and
all the members of the Committee on
Government Reform for their efforts to
move this legislation to the House
floor today.

Born in Rhode Island on January 11,
1914, the same year as my dad was
born, the late Congressman Joseph L.
Fisher was first elected as representa-
tive of the 10th District in 1974 as a
Democrat and began his service in the
94th Congress. He served for three
terms and was the second Member of
Congress to represent Virginia’s 10th
Congressional District.

As the current representative of the
10th District, | am honored to offer this
legislation to highlight the public serv-
ice career of Joe Fisher, which spanned
over 50 years.

Economist, educator, author, and
congressman, Joe Fisher earned his un-
dergraduate degree at Bowdoin College
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and went on to graduate studies at the
London School of Economics, Harvard
University, and The George Wash-
ington University. In 1942, he married
the former Margaret, now Peggy, Saun-
ders Winslow.

He served as Senior Economic Advi-
sor on the Council of Economic Advi-
sors during the Truman Administra-
tion. During his 6 years in Congress, he
was a member of the powerful House
Committee on Ways and Means and the
Committee on the Budget and earned a
reputation for his diligent work on tax-
ation, energy, and budget policy. He
also served as the chairman of seven
task forces all charged with important
national policy issues.

He held the position of economist at
the U.S. Department of State before
serving his country in World War Il in
the Pacific theater from 1943 to 1946.
He was also deeply involved in commu-
nity activities.

He was elected to the Arlington
County Board in 1963 and served as its
chairman. Working closely with his
community, he became an advocate for
regional air and water pollution and
transit improvement projects. He also
served as chairman of Washington Met-
ropolitan Area Transit Authority and
president and chairman of the Wash-
ington Metropolitan Council of Govern-
ments.

After his service in Congress, he con-
tinued his public service career during
Virginia Governor CHARLES ROBB’s ad-
ministration as secretary of human re-
sources for the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia. He was also a professor of polit-
ical economy at George Mason Univer-
sity and chairman of the National
Academy of Public Administration. He
also served as head of the Unitarian
Universalist Association, the church’s
international administrative body.

As an author, he wrote several books,
including World Prospects for Natural
Resources in 1964 and Resources in
America’s Future in 1963. The Joseph
L. Fisher papers are featured in a col-
lection at George Mason University.

Former Virginia Governor L. Douglas
Wilder once stated, ‘“Joe proved how
well one can serve the people. He did it
every day, pushing for the kinds of
things that would truly improve the
quality of life for all of his constitu-
ents.”

Congressman Fisher dedicated his
life to public service and was a com-
mitted advocate of the causes in which
he believed. It is fitting to recognize
his commitment to public service by
renaming the post office located at 3118
Washington Boulevard, Arlington, Vir-
ginia, in tribute to him.

Congressman Fisher passed away in
Arlington, Virginia, on February 19,
1992, and is survived by his wife Peggy,
7 children, 16 grandchildren, and 2
great grandsons.

Mr. Speaker, | urge our colleagues to
join me in supporting this legislation
to honor the late Congressman Joseph
L. Fisher for his dedicated public serv-
ice. | would say that Senator WARNER
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has introduced identical legislation in
the Senate, and we are hopeful for a
quick passage.

I want to again really thank the
chairman for moving these so very,
very fast.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank again my good friend, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH), for yielding me the time and
for his leadership in the Congress.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in very strong
support of this legislation to rename
the central post office in Arlington
County after the late Joe Fisher, who
so ably represented Virginia’s old 10th
District between 1974 and 1980.

I want to commend my good friend
and distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WoOLF), who
now represents the new 10th District of
Virginia, for his leadership on this bill,
as well as the prior bill with regard to
Mr. Broyhill.

Joe Fisher was one of the finest men
I ever knew. | am proud to stand on his
inspirational shoulders today. He was
extraordinarily intelligent, holding a
doctorate from Harvard in economics.
He was a man of unquestioned integ-
rity and genuine humility. He worked
hard and purposefully, and he under-
stood our responsibility to the future,
particularly in the area of environ-
mental preservation.

Many young people who are active in
Government service and public service
today got their start working for and
observing Congressman Joe Fisher.

During his service here in the House,
Joe was a leader on economic issues,
tax reform, and economic policy. It is
amazing to think that he was ap-
pointed to the Committee on Ways and
Means in his very first term.

The leadership of my party appointed
Joe to head no less than seven task
forces that helped to draft the Energy
Policy Act of 1978. He was a founding
member of the Environmental Study
Conference that provided a bicameral
forum in which to examine our Na-
tion’s environmental policies. And he
was a strong voice for Federal workers
in Northern Virginia, as well as for
people in need throughout the country.

After leaving this body in 1980, Joe
continued his public service as Sec-
retary of Human Resources in the ad-
ministration of then Governor CHUCK
RoBB. He, in fact, had the unenviable
task during that period of time when
we had a recession in the State of ad-
ministering Virginia’s AFDC and Med-
icaid programs. But he had a heart
that was as expansive as his mind. And
throughout his tenure, he earned a rep-
utation for being fair minded, even
handed, and extraordinarily effective.

When he left Richmond, he continued
serving the public as a professor at
George Mason University, which is a
post he held until he passed away at
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the age of 78. He has left a legacy in
Northern Virginia particularly, but in
this country generally.

With regard to Northern Virginia, |
think it is fair to say that he was in-
strumental in transforming Northern
Virginia from what had at one time
been a segregated, insular suburb to a
progressive and inclusively caring com-
munity. That probably would have hap-
pened without Joe Fisher, but it hap-
pened sooner and more profoundly be-
cause of Joe Fisher.

Beyond his service to Virginia and
this Nation, those of us who knew Joe
Fisher came to appreciate the renais-
sance character of his personality and
intellect. He was an avid sportsman
and hiker. He was a national leader of
the Unitarian Church. But first and
foremost, he was a devoted husband
and father to his wife Peggy and their
seven children.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to sup-
port this bill to honor the lifetime of
public service that Joe Fisher provided
our country. Again, | commend my
good friend the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WoLF) for his leadership on
it.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume for
a final word of appreciation for the
leadership of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WoOLF) on this and a plea to
our colleagues to adopt, as well, this
piece of legislation honoring a very
worthy individual.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me great pleasure to rise today to honor Mr.
Joseph L. Fisher. | am proud to be an original
co-sponsor of H.R. 3701, introduced by Rep-
resentative FRANK WOLF and Representative
JiM  MORAN, which designates the United
States Post Office facility located at 3118
Washington Boulevard in Arlington, Virginia, to
be known as the “Joseph L. Fisher Post Office
Building.” Mr. Fisher served a distinguished
career in both the U.S. Armed Forces and as
the first Representative from Virginia’'s 10th
Congressional District.

Born in Pawtucket, Rhode Island, January
11, 1914, the late Congressman Joseph Fish-
er was first elected as the representative of
the 10th Congressional District of Virginia in
1974 as a Democrat and began his service in
the Ninety-fourth Congress. He held the seat
of Congressman FRANK WOLF. He served
three terms and was the second Member of
Congress to represent the 10th Congressional
District. He served the 10th district through a
period of tremendous growth and change for
Northern Virginia. During his six years in Con-
gress he served as a member of the House
Ways and Means and Budget committees and
earned a reputation for his diligent work on
taxation, energy and budget policy. He also
served as chair of seven task forces all on na-
tional policy issues.

When he first came to Northern Virginia he
accepted a position as an economist at the
U.S. Department of State before serving his
country in World War Il in the Pacific theater
from 1943 to 1946. After he returned to the
area, he was elected to the Arlington County
Board in 1963 and became an advocate for
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regional air, water pollution and transit im-
provement projects. He also served as a
Chairman of the Washington Metropolitan
Area Transit Authority.

After his service in Congress, he continued
his public service at the state level during Vir-
ginia Governor CHARLES S. ROBB'’s administra-
tion as Secretary of Human Resources for the
Commonwealth of Virginia. Former Virginia
Governor L. Douglas Wilder once stated, “Joe
proved how well one can serve the people. He
did it every day.”

Congressman Fisher dedicated his life to
public service and was a committed advocate
of the causes in which he believed. It is fitting
to recognize his service and commitment by
renaming the post office located at 3118
Washington Boulevard, Arlington County, Vir-
ginia.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, | am proud to honor
such a man as Joseph Fisher. He has ably
served his country and community. | know my
colleagues join me in honoring Joseph for his
many years of service to his nation and the
people of Virginia's 10th Congressional Dis-
trict.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. McCHuGH) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 3701.

The question was taken.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR HU-
MANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO
REPUBLIC OF MOZAMBIQUE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 431) expressing support
for humanitarian assistance to the Re-
public of Mozambique, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 431

Whereas in February 2000, the southern Af-
rica nations of Botswana, Madagascar, Mo-
zambique, South Africa, Zambia, and
Zimbabwe began to experience severe flood-
ing caused by days of heavy rain;

Whereas the Republic of Mozambique bore
the brunt of the torrential rains and experi-
enced the worst flooding in 100 years;

Whereas roads, homes, bridges, the energy
infrastructure, and crops were destroyed;

Whereas many towns are without potable
water and the corresponding public health
threat from water-borne diseases is severe;

Whereas on February 22, 2000, tropical cy-
clone Eline blew full force into Mozambique,
exacerbating an already terrible humani-
tarian crisis;

Whereas continued rainfall from swollen
rivers in neighboring southern African coun-
tries threatens to bring more flood waters
into Mozambique;

Whereas thousands of Mozambicans have
lost everything and are in desperate need of
water, food, and shelter;

Whereas in 1992 Mozambique ended a
bloody 16 year civil war and has made sub-
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stantial progress on democratic freedoms
and multi-party elections;

Whereas Mozambique is one of the world’s
poorest countries where 27 percent of all ba-
bies born die before the age of 5;

Whereas the flooding has virtually wiped
out the significant economic recovery the
Mozambican people have worked hard to
achieve over the last 8 years;

Whereas large segments of Mozambican
crops were spared from the cyclone and
flooding and could be utilized to feed needy
citizens later this year;

Whereas the Government of Mozambique
will require massive international assistance
over the next 90 days and the growing inter-
national relief effort must remain on high
alert for the next several weeks;

Whereas prior to the flood disaster, Mo-
zambique was one of the first countries to
qualify for benefits under the World Bank/
IMF Heavily Indebted Poor Countries initia-
tive; and

Whereas the total amount of Mozambique’s
external debt is $5.3 billion: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That
Representatives—

(1) commends the Government of the Re-
public of South Africa for its quick response
and assistance to the Mozambican people;

(2) commends the Government of the
United Kingdom for announcing debt can-
cellation for Mozambique so that precious fi-
nancial resources may be dedicated to the
national relief and recovery effort;

(3) commends the Administration for its
growing involvement and leadership in co-
ordinating America’s disaster assistance
package to the Republic of Mozambique;

(4) supports the efforts of the United
States Government to assist in coordinating
international efforts to help the Republic of
Mozambique salvage what remains of this
year’s food crops and to provide seeds for
rural agricultural growers;

(5) encourages the international commu-
nity to continue to provide emergency relief,
airlift capacity, and other disaster assist-
ance to the Republic of Mozambique for the
next 90 days;

(6) urges the international community to
take all necessary steps to locate and demar-
cate areas that may now harbor semi-boyant
plastic land mines transported to new loca-
tions by the flooding in Mozambique;

(7) requests that the international commu-
nity develop a coordinated response to the
Government of Mozambique’s request for re-
covery and reconstruction assistance for
buildings and transportation infrastructure;

(8) encourages the international commu-
nity to assist the nations of southern Africa
to increase their capacity to respond to na-
tional emergencies and natural disasters;
and

(9) urges the International Monetary Fund
and other international creditors to fully ac-
celerate debt reduction efforts with respect
to Mozambique’s external debt in the after-
math of the severe flooding.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MEEKS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on House Resolution 431.

the House of
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, the wa-
ters of southern Africa’s worst flooding
in a century are slowly beginning to re-
cede, but the flood waters have left be-
hind an altered landscape. Where there
were homes, there are now ruins.
Where there were schools, there is now
only rubble. Throughout Mozambique,
where there were signs of steady eco-
nomic progress, once again there is a
spectre of hunger and disease.

We still do not know how many peo-
ple have perished in Mozambique. We
believe that 40,000 cattle have drowned.
A third of their onion crop has been de-
stroyed. We know that Mozambique
and other nations in the region need
serious help. When a disaster this scope
afflicts a wealthy nation like our own
Nation, it is an enormous challenge.
But when it happens to a country
where the average annual per capita in-
come is less than what we might pay
for a dinner for two in one of our favor-
ite restaurants, it is tragic.

Our Nation and other nations are al-
ready helping, but their work has only
just begun. | fully support this resolu-
tion introduced by our good friend and
colleague the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MEEKS) because it reiterates
this Congressional commitment to help
our brothers in southern Africa in a
time of need.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of the resolution.

Mr. Speaker, let me first thank the
chairman, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN), for his support on
this piece of legislation, this resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, for the past 3 weeks,
the world has watched with great an-
guish as the people of the Republic of
Mozambique clung to whatever they
could to escape raging flood waters.
The storms that ravaged Mozambique
are the worst the southern African re-
gion has seen in more than 100 years.
The nations of Botswana, Zambia,
Zimbabwe, and South Africa have also
experienced national emergencies from
the rainy flooding season.

However, Mozambique bore the brunt
of the storms and is still threatened by
flood waters from neighboring coun-
tries who are forced to open their dams
to ease the pressure of these struc-
tures.

In the southern third of Mozambique,
virtually all the primary roads,
bridges, electric grid facilities, and
clean water wells have been destroyed.
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Many buildings and homes that were
built along the fertile flood planes of
the Save and Limpopo Rivers will need
to be relocated or rebuilt.

Mr. Speaker, it is ironic that a na-
tion that has experienced much success
over the past 8 years to reform its Gov-
ernment and economy has suffered the
economic disaster caused by the floods.

Mozambique recently held its second
multi-party elections in 1999 and has
privatized over 800 former government-
owned enterprises.
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For the first time in as long as any-
one can remember, Mozambique did
not request international food aid. Ad-
ditionally, because the Mozambique
government’s track record and eco-
nomic performance was so strong, the
nation qualified for the World Bank
and IMF Highly Indebted Poor Coun-
tries program.

With the flood waters comes the
threat of waterborne diseases and other
public health problems. Another prob-
lem comes from land mines. Mozam-
bique has thousands of semi-buoyant
plastic land mines that may have been
uncovered by the rising waters. These
new areas must be located and demar-
cated to avoid the unnecessary damage
they can do to the population.

In the midst of destruction and great
human tragedy, we witnessed the mir-
acle of life above the flood water as a
mother gave birth to a child while
clinging to a tree.

Additionally, a vast quantity of the
country’s crops was spared from the
flood waters. If the international com-
munity can get seeds and tools to the
right areas, Mozambique’s 2000 harvest
yield should be available to help the
emergency food shortages.

The Clinton administration has an-
nounced its intention to draw down
$37.6 million of DOD funds to assist the
Mozambicans. The administration’s
package also includes the relocation of
military assets, small boats and heli-
copters, to the region to assist.

The Clinton administration has also
announced today that it will cancel
Mozambique’s bilateral debt. We must
be prepared to do all we can to assist
Mozambique and to help it get back on
track so that her hard-fought economic
and political reforms are not washed
away with the flood waters.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California  (Mr.
RoYyce), the distinguished chairman of
our Subcommittee on Africa.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
chairman, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN) for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to state my
support for this resolution put forward
by the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MEEKS), a member of the Sub-
committee on Africa. This resolution is
a strong statement of support for hu-
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manitarian aid efforts in Mozambique;
and as we have seen in news reports,
Mozambique has borne the brunt of the
destructive torrential rains and trop-
ical cyclones. Unbelievably, Mozam-
bique has been hit with over 500 per-
cent of its average annual rainfall over
the course of a couple of weeks.

Flooding has also hit South Africa
and Zambia and Zimbabwe, Mozam-
bique’s neighbors and partners in the
Southern Africa Development Commu-
nity.

This resolution commends South Af-
rica, for one, for helping Mozambique.
Special recognition should be given to
the tireless efforts of the South African
helicopter teams who saved an esti-
mated 14,000 stranded Mozambicans
from their homes, from the roof tops of
their now-destroyed homes.

These were heroic efforts which saved
innumerable lives, and some quarter of
a million Mozambicans are now living
in relief camps. Food, tents, medicine,
and blankets are desperately needed. |
applaud the U.S. military units now in-
volved in rescue and relief efforts in
Mozambique. American military forces
are the best in the world. They bring
unparalleled skills to this multi-inter-
national operation, skills that have
been demonstrated in humanitarian op-
erations in the Balkans and Ban-
gladesh and in Latin America.

I would like to say a few words about
Mozambique’s recent history. The ex-
ample of Mozambique is a strong
counter to those who see nothing in Af-
rica but war, famine, and disease. Mo-
zambique has put an era of authori-
tarian one-party rule behind it and suc-
cessfully resolved the bloody, bitter
civil conflict that once tore apart the
country’s social fabric. It is moving to-
ward a market-based economy, one
that has registered several years of im-
pressive growth, growth in the 8 per-
cent range.

This natural disaster is a setback on
this progress. Today, we can only do
our best to see that Mozambique’s
move toward a more prosperous future
is not derailed. As we speak, humani-
tarian relief efforts are being made by
the U.S. and by Germany and by Brit-
ain, Canada and many other countries.

It is my hope that out of this disaster
some good may come. Some African
governments, faced with limited re-
sources, are being asked some tough
questions by their citizens. A news-
paper in Namibia has noted, no single
Namibian would question the need to
send assistance to Mozambique, where-
as they can quite legitimately question
the need for military assistance to
Congo, which is torn by war.

A Zimbabwean paper focusing on the
flooding in Zimbabwe wrote, ‘““The gov-
ernment was unable to respond prop-
erly to the plight of the victims in the
flooding in the south of the country be-
cause the majority of our helicopters
were in the Congo.”’

I hope that African citizens will in-
creasingly question their government’s
presence in the war in the Congo; and if
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pressure is put on to end this destruc-
tive war, if Africans decide that they
want to help others in need, not fight
unwinnable wars, then something posi-
tive will come out of this disaster.

Today, the people of Mozambique
need help. Mozambique has shown that
it knows the road to a better life. It de-
serves America’s help in overcoming
this natural disaster, and this resolu-
tion expresses support for U.S. relief ef-
forts in Mozambique, and | ask my col-
leagues to support it. | thank the
chairman of the full committee, and |
also want to thank the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEeks) for introducing
this legislation.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from the State of Michigan
(Ms. KILPATRICK), and a member of the
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations,
Export Financing and Related Pro-
grams.

(Ms. KILPATRICK asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, |
would say to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MEEkS) and the rest of the
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations,
Export Financing and Related Pro-
grams, we appreciate them bringing
this amendment forward to our com-
mittee.

The resolution is most desperately
needed. | want to report that last week
in appropriations, we have a commit-
ment from our chairman, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), as
well as the chairman from the Sub-
committee on Foreign Operations, Ex-
port Financing and Related Programs,
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. CAL-
LAHAN), to see that Mozambique gets
the assistance that they need. We of-
fered an amendment that would replen-
ish the accounts, the $37 million that
has been taken from the military and
DOD, as well as replenishing the child
survival accounts, as well as inter-
national assistance.

Mozambique, after 16 years of war, is
now one of the fastest growing coun-
tries on the continent. It is our respon-
sibility, as a partner in the world, that
we address this most desperate need
that they have today.

Nineteen million people; 1 million
homeless; 2 million land mines have
been identified. The cyclone has now
moved those mines, and we must go in
there and assist them, as they grow
and help themselves.

So | would say to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEEkS) and the rest of
my colleagues, this is one of the most
important resolutions we will see in
this Congress.

I commend the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, as well as our
Members on the Committee on Appro-
priations, for adopting an amendment
to see that Mozambique gets the finan-
cial assistance they deserve.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).
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Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, | want
to thank the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN), the chairman of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions, for yielding this time to me.

Mr. Speaker, 1 certainly want to
commend my colleague, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MEEKS), for intro-
ducing this very worthy resolution
honoring the United States civilian
and military personnel serving bravely
to rescue victims of the flooding in Mo-
zambique, and expressing our support
for humanitarian assistance to the Re-
public of Mozambique.

The survivors of this massive natural
disaster face the challenges of fighting
disease, reclaiming their lives, and re-
building their homes. As neighbors in
this rapidly shrinking world, we must
do what we can to assist with these ef-
forts.

I want to raise a point, however, in
my statement, a point that | think
needs to be raised because flooding is a
predictable disaster and much of this
tragedy could have been averted by the
pre-deployment of trained resources.

Mr. Speaker, the recent flooding that
has left millions homeless in Mozam-
bique underscores the point that sadly
there is a broad ignorance of effective
flood disaster management. Flooding is
the leading cause of weather-related
death worldwide, and the situation in
Mozambique is not unique.

Much criticism has been leveled at
the delayed response of United States
resources to the area. Without rehash-
ing the stories found in the news-
papers, | want to point out that when
civilian rescue teams were sent from
the Miami-Dade Urban Search and Res-
cue Team, nobody on that team had
been trained for swift-water rescue.
Though the most dangerous part of
this flood disaster has passed and the
waters are receding, the weather pat-
terns over Mozambique continue to
change and just a little rain is suffi-
cient to make the standing and reced-
ing water dangerous, not only dan-
gerous but rapidly moving water.

Very specific training is required for
rescue personnel to work in this envi-
ronment without putting themselves in
danger, and very few rescue teams have
even one person adequately trained for
this type of situation.

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is that
much more needs to be done about how
we plan for, respond to, and educate
people about floods. Recently, work
has begun to raise awareness of this
issue on the national level. Last
month, as the flood waters were rising
in Mozambique, | testified along with
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BILBRAY), before the Subcommittee on
Oversight, Investigations and Emer-
gency Management, of the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure,
about the need to develop a coherent
national flood response plan.

A constituent of mine, Chief Steve
Miller of the Cabin John Fire Depart-
ment, worked with Lieutenant Mar-
shall Parks of the San Diego Lifeguard

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Service to propose such a plan to co-
ordinate local, regional, and Federal
flood response efforts.

Without much effort or expense,
many urban search and rescue teams
nationwide can incorporate flood and
swift-water rescue components as has
already been done in California. Per-
haps next time such a team is dis-
patched regionally, nationally, or
internationally, they will be better
trained and better equipped to move
more effectively and serve the victims
of disaster.

I wish to reiterate the pride | feel for
the humanitarian service being pro-
vided by American personnel in Mo-
zambique, and indeed the need is there.
Stemming waterborne diseases such as
cholera and malaria, while providing
clean water and seeding reclaimed
farmland, are important first steps to
recovery of that nation. Let us hope
that we will learn from this experience
and better prepare ourselves for flood
disaster at home.

With such resources coordinated na-
tionally, we can better assist flood vic-
tims around the world.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDENSON), the
ranking member of the Committee on
International Relations.

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, | join
my colleagues in urging the adminis-
tration’s continued effort during this
incredible humanitarian disaster.
Some 650,000 people have been left
homeless. Hundreds, | think some 300
schools and clinics, have been de-
stroyed, washed away; children left or-
phaned; a country that was just com-
ing to pull itself together after many
difficult years finds itself under a nat-
ural assault that has really dislocated
and devastated people’s lives.

I join my colleagues, and | know the
American citizens, who have responded
with such strong support for our help
in this particular instance.
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It is clear that all of us in Congress
and society have such a great oppor-
tunity because of our own success as a
Nation to be helpful and to join with
other nations in providing some assist-
ance in this very terrible situation.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PAYNE), a Member who has
long been working in the valiant effort
with reference to Africa.

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | rise

today in support of H. Res. 431, a reso-
lution to support humanitarian aid for
Mozambique. | would like to thank the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GiL-
MAN), the Chairman of the Committee
on International Relations, for allow-
ing this to come to the full committee,
and the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. GEJDENSON) for also supporting
this resolution.
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I would like to commend the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Africa, for his outstanding work on the
Subcommittee on Africa, where he has
taken many initiatives. | would like to
give special congratulations to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MEEKS), a
new member on the committee, who
has taken his responsibilities ex-
tremely seriously and has been a tre-
mendous asset to the Subcommittee on
Africa with his energy and his knowl-
edge and his compassion for the work
of the subcommittee. So it is a pleas-
ure for me to work alongside the gen-
tleman and other members of the Sub-
committee on Africa, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE).

Mr. Speaker, let me say that this is
a very timely resolution. As you know,
the Republic of Mozambique has been
experiencing severe floods which began
early last month, the worst in over 40
years. Massive flooding not only dev-
astated the lands of Mozambique, but
it also hit South Africa, Zimbabwe,
Zambia, and Madagascar. What began
as a heavy rain soon turned into Cy-
clone Eline and brought disastrous
floods to the south and central parts of
the country.

Secondly, there was a second cyclone
that came unexpectedly, and then a
third. So the initial slow response was
exacerbated by the fact that the second
and third cyclone came to bring dev-
astating rains to that region.

Grim images flashed over CNN and
showed Mozambicans stranded on tops
of trees and utility poles. Sophia
Pedro, a young mother, gave birth to a
baby, a little girl, in a treetop, where
she sought refuge for 4 days earlier.
The torrential rains took a heavy toll
on the population, with several hun-
dred dead and over 1 million refugees.

This natural disaster, the worst in
Southern Africa’s recorded history, has
interrupted the economic, political,
and social miracle of Mozambique
which it has created for itself during
the past decade. Few people know that
before this disaster, Mozambique had
the fastest and most sustained eco-
nomic growth of any country in the
world.

This resolution recognizes these
things that | have mentioned, and fur-
ther calls for the U.S. to take the lead
in the international community to co-
ordinate relief efforts; it commends
South Africa for its swift response; it
commends the British government for
cancelling its bilateral debt; and, fi-
nally, it encourages the multilateral
institutions to constructively deal
with debt reduction.

Mozambique has complied with the
Heavily Indebted Poor Countries Ini-
tiative, HIPC. Last year, Mozambique
completed the requirements to receive
$3.7 billion in debt reduction from ex-
ternal creditors, the largest reduction
under the HIPC initiative.

In conclusion, let me say Mozam-
bique is an impoverished country of 19
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million, and debt relief means flood re-
lief. Land mines have been exposed and
must be dealt with. Mozambique, as we
all know, was one of the last colonies
in Africa. It wasn’t until 1974 when Mo-
zambique and Guinea-Bissau and Cape
Verde and Angola became independent,
the final release of countries other
than South Africa under a colonial-
type regime.

But after independence, after the co-
lonial powers were thrown off them,
the Cold War took its toll by rearing
its ugly head and wreaked havoc on
that country, with Renamo forces
being supported by the West and
Frelimo forces being supported by the
opposition parties. Therefore, it cre-
ated the civil war that continued on
because of the U.S. and the Soviet
Union. It had nothing to do with the
people of Mozambique, but pawns again
of the major powers in the world. So we
feel that they are still recovering from
this 16-year civil war between Renamo
and Frelimo which ended in 1992.

I had the opportunity to talk to
President Chissano just one month ago
where the miracle of Mozambique was
discussed. He was just reelected in Jan-
uary of this year.

So we are asking for more assistance
for this catastrophic situation. Al-
though relief was slow initially, I am
pleased, however, that USAID finally
supplied some $12.8 million for airlifts,
and the Department of Defense allotted
$37.6 million for an emergency assist-
ance package to include a 30-day de-
ployment of resources.

Conversely, the response to natural
disasters in Turkey was met with an
overnight swift and quick and decisive
action. This disaster alone costs the
country hundreds of millions of dollars
to rebuild. It will cost them many,
many person hours. Ambassador
Marcos of Mozambique has estimated
that for flood supplies alone and medi-
cine, the costs will exceed $65 million
that they need immediately.

So we are simply here to once again
say that we all support the aid going to
Mozambique, and we hope that the
world will continue to support them.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
want to commend the Committee on
International Relations under the lead-
ership of the gentleman from New York
(Chairman GILMAN) and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. GEJDENSON), and also the
Subcommittee on Africa, under the
leadership of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. Royce) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE).

Mr. Speaker, | want to congratulate
my colleague, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MEekS), for his very timely
presentation of this resolution, which
commends the United States Govern-
ment for its ultimate response to a
very real and ongoing crisis.
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I also want to join in commending
South Africa for its swift action and
the serious effort that it put forth, and
the United Kingdom for initiating debt
relief. Ultimately debt relief, for not
only Mozambique, but for many of the
nations of Africa, is going to provide
serious help to the ultimate develop-
ment of those countries, and | am
pleased to see that it has taken shape.

I also want to take this opportunity
to commend the people in my city, the
City of Chicago, where we have initi-
ated our own private response. | want
to commend the Chicago Public School
System under the leadership of Paul
Vallas and Gary Chico, whose children
have pledged to raise between $75,000
and $100,000 through their Kids Helping
Kids program that will go to Mozam-
bique. Also | want to commend Alder-
man Ed Smith, chairman of the Health
Committee. We are seeking to find
medical resources that are not going to
be used by our city that will conversely
be used to give to the people of Mozam-
bique.

So | join all of those who are in sup-
port of this resolution, congratulate
again the gentleman from New York
(Mr. Meeks) and all of those who have
made it happen.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | am happy to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH).

(Mr. FATTAH asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
reiterate our thanks to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MEeks) and his
colleague, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN) who chairs the
Committee on International Relations,
for having this resolution before this
Congress today.

It is critically important that our
country, a superpower, have a super
heart when it comes to humanitarian
disaster, such as what we see in Mo-
zambique. | wanted to commend the
administration and our country, and in
particular all American citizens, for
what we have done, and challenge us to
do even more.

We need to provide all of the relief
possible in terms of this crisis, and we
also need to recognize and commend
South Africa for its initial response.
Hopefully, as we look down this road,
perhaps there are joint arrangements
that we could make, perhaps with
South Africa, to help develop their ca-
pacity there to respond to humani-
tarian disasters on the continent, be-
cause they are obviously much more
capable and able to develop the polit-
ical will to act in a swift way, as exhib-
ited by their actions here in Mozam-
bique.

But | want to thank my colleague,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MEEKS) for the introduction of this res-
olution, and thank him for his efforts,
along with that of the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS) and in
particular the gentleman from New
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Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) for the attention
they have brought to this issue, to
make sure that our Nation does all it
should do, given our role in this world.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield the balance of my time to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATERS), a strong advocate for the
continent of Africa and the country of
Mozambique.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia is recognized for 3 minutes.

(Ms. WATERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to thank my colleague, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MEEKS),
for his leadership in sponsoring this
resolution. | would like to also thank
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) and other members of the
Committee on International Relations
for their quick response.

I rise in favor of H. Res. 431. This res-
olution supports the efforts of the
United States to provide disaster as-
sistance to Mozambique in the after-
math of two consecutive cyclones re-
sulting in torrential rains and severe
flooding. The resolution also encour-
ages the international community to
continue to provide emergency relief,
and urges the International Monetary
Fund and other international creditors
to fully accelerate debt reduction ef-
forts for Mozambique. | am proud to be
an original cosponsor of this resolu-
tion.

Upon learning of the severe flooding,
I immediately contacted Assistant Sec-
retary Susan Rice for Africa, and | im-
mediately sent a letter to President
Clinton encouraging swift and substan-
tial relief for Mozambique and the
other surrounding countries. I wanted
to make sure we did not make the mis-
take of waiting too long. | did not want
the kind of delay we had experienced
with Rwanda, a different kind of dis-
aster, but indeed a disaster that could
have been mitigated had we moved
faster.

Mozambique is experiencing its worse
flooding in 50 years. Flooding along the
Limpopo River is particularly severe.
Several other countries in Southern
Africa are also affected by these floods.
The extent of the death and destruc-
tion is still unknown. However, the
floods clearly have a devastating im-
pact on the people of the region. There
are now 250,000 homeless people living
in camps in Mozambique alone. Those
displaced people are in desperate need
of food, clean water, medicine, blan-
kets and tents.

Relief efforts are continuing, but
they have been hampered somewhat by
the destruction of the country’s infra-
structure. Many roads and bridges have
been completely washed out, and oth-
ers are still under water. All relief de-
livered to date has had to be airlifted,
which is slow and expensive.

Disaster assistance is essential, but
it is not enough to adequately address
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the critical needs of the people of Mo-
zambique or other countries of South-
ern Africa affected by the floods. We
must also enable the governments of
the affected countries to begin to re-
pair and reconstruct their damaged in-
frastructure. These countries need
funding and technical assistance for
the repair and reconstruction of roads,
bridges, schools and hospitals, energy

facilities, telecommunications, and
other essential infrastructure.
For these reasons, | will introduce

the Limpopo River Debt Relief and Re-
construction Act to provide assistance
to Mozambique and other Southern Af-
rican countries affected by flooding to
enable them to provide for the needs of
their people, repair their damaged in-
frastructure, and rebuild their econo-
mies.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 431.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank all of our proponents of the
measure and urge our colleagues to
fully support this severely needed
measure to help the country of Mozam-
bique.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Res. 431, a resolution ex-
pressing support for humanitarian assistance
to the Republic of Mozambique. | am proud to
join my colleague, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MEeks) and other Members in ex-
pressing concern for the people of Mozam-
bigue and commending those who are pro-
viding assistance to Mozambique during this
difficult time. | also want to thank my African
and Caribbean Task Force in the 9th Congres-
sional District of lllinois for underscoring for
me the importance of this aid and the United
States’ support for other international develop-
ment and debt relief initiatives.

On February 9 of this year, several South-
ern African nations including Mozambique,
Botswana, South Africa, Zambia and
Zimbabwe began to experience serious flood-
ing as a result of heavy rainfall. Mozambique
experienced the most severe consequences.
On February 22, Tropical Cyclone Eline blew
into Mozambique. The cyclone worsened an
already critical situation.

Mozambique is now facing a severe human-
itarian and economic crisis. Water supplies are
in jeopardy, thousands of Mozambicans are
homeless, crops and livestock have been de-
stroyed and the threat of disease has been in-
creased.

It is important that the United States and the
international community take an active and
committed role in Mozambique’s recovery ef-
forts and those of other Southern African na-
tions. Mozambique is one of the world’'s most
heavily indebted poor countries according to
the World Bank and therefore does not pos-
sess adequate means by which to address
this crisis.

| join my colleagues in commending South
Africa and the United Kingdom for acting
quickly to assist Mozambique. The Administra-
tion should also be commended for its in-
creasing efforts to provide disaster assistance
to Mozambique. | hope the message of this
resolution will encourage the continuing efforts
of the Administration and increasing involve-
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ment of the international community in pro-
viding emergency relief to Mozambique.

This tragic disaster serves as a reminder of
the importance of debt relief and development
assistance efforts that focus on sub-Saharian
Africa. We need to help those nations to bol-
ster their capacity to respond to natural disas-
ters and the needs of their people in general.
My thoughts and prayers are with the people
of Southern Africa. | am determined to help
maintain a long-term commitment to the wel-
fare of those nations. | urge all Members to
vote in support of H. Res. 431.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in strong support of H. Res. 431.

As Americans, we are a major partner in the
global community. It is our right and responsi-
bility to assist members of the community suf-
fering great misfortune. The United States’ re-
sponse to the crisis in Mozambigue must re-
flect those values.

It is in this spirit that | strongly support the
resolution, which urges increased U.S. and
international humanitarian, disaster, and eco-
nomic relief for the Republic of Mozambique.

The rains, cyclone and subsequent flooding
in Mozambique have devastated communities
and infrastructure that had just begun to re-
build after a 16-year civil war.

In supporting this resolution, | commend
U.S. humanitarian and disaster relief organiza-
tions, on the front lines, who've been working
tirelessly to save lives. Two organizations
based in my district of Baltimore, MD—Lu-
theran World Relief and Catholic Relief Serv-
ices—are providing emergency food, shelter,
and technical assistance to those in need. We
must continue to support those efforts.

Again, | support H. Res. 431 and urge
President Clinton to continue our involvement
and leadership in this effort.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, House Resolution 431, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

COMMUNICATION FROM CHAIRMAN
OF COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR-
TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the chairman of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure; which was read and, with-
out objection, referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations:

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, March 8, 2000.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Enclosed are copies of
resolutions adopted on February 16, 2000 by
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.
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With kind regards, | am
Sincerely,
BUD SHUSTER,
Chairman.
Enclosures.
RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2616—UPPER TURKEY
CREEK BASIN, KANSAS

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of Army is requested to review the
report of the Chief of Engineers on the Tur-
key Creek Basin, Kansas and Missouri, dated
June 21, 1999, and other pertinent reports, to
determine whether any modifications of the
recommendations contained therein are ad-
visable at the present time in the interest of
flood damage reduction for areas of Turkey
Creek Basin in Johnson and Wyandotte
Counties, Kansas, upstream of the project for
flood damage reduction authorized in section
101(a)(24) of Public Law 106-53, the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1999.

Adopted: February 16, 2000.

Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2617—SURF CITY, NORTH
CAROLINA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of Army is requested to review the
report of the Chief of Engineers on West
Onslow Beach and New River Inlet, North
Carolina, published as House Document
Number 393, 102nd Congress, 2nd Session,
dated September 23, 1992, and other pertinent
reports to determine whether any modifica-
tions of the recommendations contained
therein are advisable at the present time in
the interest of shore protection and related
purposes for Surf City, North Carolina.

Adopted: February 16, 2000.

Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2618—OCRACOKE
ISLAND, NORTH CAROLINA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Chief of Engineers on
Ocracoke Island, North Carolina, published
as House Document Number 109, 89th Con-
gress, 1st Session, dated March 10, 1965, and
other pertinent reports, to determine wheth-
er any modifications of the recommenda-
tions contained therein are advisable at the
present time in the interest of shore protec-
tion and related purposes for Ocracoke Is-
land, North Carolina.

Adopted: February 16, 2000.

Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2619—DAYTONA BEACH
SHORES, FLORIDA

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, that in ac-
cordance with Section 110 of the River and
Harbor Act of 1962, the Secretary of the
Army is requested to review the feasibility
of providing shoreline erosion control, storm
damage reduction, environmental restora-
tion and protection, and related improve-
ments to the shoreline at Daytona Beach
Shores, Florida and adjacent areas.

Adopted: February 16, 2000.

Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2620—SABINE PASS TO
GALVESTON BAY, TEXAS
Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That in ac-
cordance with section 110 of the Rivers and
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Harbors Act of 1962, the Secretary of the
Army is requested to review the feasibility
of providing shore protection and related im-
provements between Sabine Pass and the en-
trance to Galveston Bay, Texas, in the inter-
est of protecting and restoring environ-
mental resources on and behind the beach, to
include the 77,000 acres of freshwater wet-
lands and the maritime resources of east
Galveston Bay and Rollover Bay, and includ-
ing the feasibility of providing shoreline ero-
sion protection and related improvements to
the Galveston Island Beach, Texas, with con-
sideration of the need to develop a com-
prehensive body of knowledge, information,
and data on coastal area changes and proc-
esses to include impacts from federally con-
structed projects in the vicinity of Galveston
Island.
Adopted: February 16, 2000.
Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

RESOLUTION—DOCKET 2621—GULLEY BROOK,
OHIO

Resolved by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the United
States House of Representatives, That the
Secretary of the Army is requested to review
the report of the Corps of Engineers for Cha-
grin River, Ohio, dated December 2, 1946, and
other related reports to determine whether
any modifications of the recommendations
contained therein are advisable at the
present time in the interest of environ-
mental restoration and protection and flood
damage reduction for Gulley Brook, a tribu-
tary of the Chagrin River, in the vicinity of
Willoughby, Ohio.

Adopted: February 16, 2000.

Attest: Bud Shuster, Chairman.

There was no objection.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6 p.m.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6 p.m.
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The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. MORELLA) at 6 o’clock
and 2 minutes p.m.

REPORT ON H.R. 3908, EMERGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2000

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, from the
Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
106-521) on the bill (H.R. 3908) making
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2000, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the Union Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
points of order are reserved.

All

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair

will now put the question on each mo-
tion to suspend the rules on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed ear-
lier today in the order in which that
motion was entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 3699, by the yeas and the nays,
and

H.R. 3701, by the yeas and nays.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.

JOEL T. BROYHILL POSTAL
BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3699.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
McHuGH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3699, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0,
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 46]

YEAS—405
Abercrombie Canady Engel
Ackerman Cannon English
Aderholt Capps Eshoo
Allen Capuano Etheridge
Andrews Cardin Evans
Archer Carson Everett
Armey Castle Ewing
Baca Chabot Farr
Bachus Chambliss Fattah
Baird Chenoweth-Hage Filner
Baker Clay Fletcher
Baldacci Clayton Foley
Baldwin Clement Forbes
Ballenger Clyburn Ford
Barcia Coble Fossella
Barr Coburn Fowler
Barrett (NE) Collins Frank (MA)
Barrett (WI) Combest Frelinghuysen
Bartlett Condit Frost
Barton Conyers Gallegly
Bass Cooksey Ganske
Bateman Costello Gejdenson
Becerra Coyne Gekas
Bentsen Cramer Gephardt
Bereuter Crane Gibbons
Berkley Crowley Gilchrest
Berman Cubin Gillmor
Berry Cummings Gilman
Biggert Cunningham Goode
Bilbray Danner Goodlatte
Bilirakis Davis (FL) Goodling
Bishop Davis (IL) Gordon
Blagojevich Davis (VA) Goss
Bliley Deal Graham
Blumenauer DeFazio Granger
Blunt DeGette Green (TX)
Boehlert Delahunt Green (WI)
Boehner Delauro Greenwood
Bonilla DeLay Gutierrez
Bonior DeMint Gutknecht
Bono Diaz-Balart Hall (OH)
Borski Dickey Hall (TX)
Boucher Dicks Hastings (FL)
Boyd Dingell Hastings (WA)
Brady (PA) Dixon Hayes
Brady (TX) Doggett Hayworth
Brown (FL) Dooley Hefley
Brown (OH) Doolittle Herger
Bryant Doyle Hill (IN)
Burr Dreier Hill (MT)
Burton Duncan Hilleary
Buyer Dunn Hilliard
Callahan Edwards Hinchey
Calvert Ehlers Hobson
Camp Ehrlich Hoeffel
Campbell Emerson Hoekstra
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Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach

Lee

Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mcintyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Menendez

Boswell

Cook

Cox

Deutsch

Franks (NJ)

Gonzalez

Hansen

Hinojosa

Jackson-Lee
(TX)

Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
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Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson
Wise

Wolf
Woolsey
Wu

Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—29

Johnson, Sam
Klink
Maloney (CT)
McCollum
Mclntosh
Meeks (NY)
Mollohan
Myrick

Ortiz
Packard
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Reyes
Rodriguez
Ros-Lehtinen
Rush

Snyder
Stark

Taylor (NC)
Waxman
Weygand
Wicker

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.



H952

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

SUPPORT AND GOOD WISHES TEM-
PER A SERIOUS HEALTH CHAL-
LENGE

(Mr. VENTO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. VENTO. Madam Speaker, | know
a few of my colleagues have noticed |
have not been around the last month or
so. And believe me, spending a month
in Minnesota in February is not nec-
essarily a voluntary decision that one
might make. | would much rather have
been with my colleagues.

As my colleagues know, | have re-
turned from experiencing a serious ill-
ness. But | wanted to point out some of
the experience | had just briefly, and |
will try to be brief.

But | think the true mark of who we
are as persons is who we can call our
friends. If we are fortunate, we have
those friends to fall back on and lean
on during the unexpected events of our
lives, the disappointments and the
challenges.

| rise to say that | feel that | am very
fortunate and blessed to call so many
of my colleagues and many others my
friends, especially during this period in
my life as | do face this serious health
challenge.

Simply put, the outpouring of affec-
tion that | have received has been over-
whelming from my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle and from my constitu-
ents, my friends, and from my family.
Cards and letters, calls and visits, not
to mention their prayers, both spoken
and unspoken, are very much appre-
ciated. They have lifted the spirits of
my staff, my family, and certainly my-
self.

In early February, | was diagnosed
with a rare form of cancer, mesothe-
lioma, which required aggressive treat-
ment. A month ago, | underwent pretty
aggressive surgery. In the near future,
I will receive chemo and then radiation
treatment on top of that.

I am surely in the middle of a 10-
round major event of my life. But my
spirits are good, as my colleagues can
tell, and I am optimistic. And | am
greatly reinforced by the outpouring of
support that has been so generously of-
fered.

0O 1830

The past 2 months have given me
good cause to reflect upon and to genu-
inely appreciate the value of our col-
lective experience; victories savored,
setbacks endured and shared values
and, to be sure, challenges ahead.

For the past 24 years in this body, |
have had the privilege to serve as a
Member. It is an honor and | have been
reminded most vividly of the strong
bond that has been established with my
constituents in Minnesota and the role
of service in the United States Con-

gress, and the important work with
other public servants similarly
charged. Good people, good Americans.

Too often in my experience, it has
served some political cynical purposes
to denigrate public service. | regret
that. It is my belief each of us should
aspire to inspire others, young people
in particular; to give of ourselves and
themselves, as we have done; to define
the differences between skepticism and
cynicism. Indeed, in serving the peo-
ple’s interest we should be proud and
respectful. When direction is lost, when
purpose is needed, no further than the
words of Minnesota’s happy warrior
and my mentor serve us well, the very
embodiment of public service, Hubert
H. Humphrey, to guide us, and | quote,
“If there is dissatisfaction with the
status quo, good. If there is ferment, so
much the better. If there is restless-
ness, | am pleased. Then let there be
ideas and hard thought and hard
work,”” end quote.

Together, as Members of Congress,
we would do well to strive to serve as
Minnesota’s Humphrey instructed us to
make people’s lives better, to provide
opportunity and to give new hope. To
me, the key of all we have done and
continue to do is that we have done
this together.

So as | make my plans to meet the
new health challenge, 1 am grateful
that | am not making this journey
alone but with so many cheering me
on, my friends supporting and encour-
aging me. In the words of Tennyson, I
intend to continue to strive, to seek, to
find, and as most of my colleagues who
know me well, not to yield.

Madam Speaker, I thank my con-
stituents, my colleagues, my friends
all, for the outpouring of concern and
the care as | have faced this challenge.
I am very grateful.

JOSEPH L. FISHER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MORELLA). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the bill, H.R. 3701.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
McHuGH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3701, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 400, nays 0,
not voting 34, as follows:

[Roll No. 47]

YEAS—400
Abercrombie Baldacci Bentsen
Ackerman Baldwin Bereuter
Aderholt Ballenger Berkley
Allen Barcia Berman
Andrews Barr Berry
Archer Barrett (NE) Biggert
Armey Barrett (WI) Bilbray
Baca Bartlett Bilirakis
Bachus Barton Bishop
Baird Bass Blagojevich
Baker Bateman Bliley

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth-Hage
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DelLay
DeMint
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
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Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger

Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E.B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach

Lee

Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui

McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintosh
Mclintyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
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Sherman Sweeney Visclosky
Sherwood Talent Vitter
Shimkus Tancredo Walden
Shows Tanner Walsh
Shuster Tauscher Wamp
Simpson Tauzin Waters
Sisisky Taylor (MS) Watkins
Skeen Terry Watt (NC)
Skelton Thompson (CA) Watts (OK)
Slaughter Thompson (MS) Weiner
Smith (MI) Thornberry Weldon (FL)
Smith (NJ) Thune Weldon (PA)
Smith (TX) Thurman Weller
Snyder Tiahrt Wexler
Souder Tierney Whitfield
Spence Toomey Wilson
Spratt Towns Wise
Stabenow Traficant Wolf
Stearns Turner Woolsey
Stenholm Udall (CO) Wu
Strickland Udall (NM) Wynn
Stump Upton Young (AK)
Stupak Velazquez Young (FL)
Sununu Vento

NOT VOTING—34

Becerra Jackson-Lee Rodriguez
Blumenauer (TX) Ros-Lehtinen
Boswell Johnson, Sam Roukema
Cook Kasich Royce
Cox Klink Rush
Deutsch McCollum Smith (WA)
Duncan Meeks (NY) Stark
Franks (NJ) Moll_ohan Taylor (NC)
Gonzalez Myl_'lck Thomas
Hansen O_rtlz Waxman

S Pickett Weygand
Hinojosa Reyes Wicker
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Speaker, due to the primary election in my
state of Texas today, | was unavoidably de-
tained and missed the following votes. Had |
been present, | would have voted:

“Yea” on H.R. 3699 designating the Joel T.
Broyhill Post Office; “Yea” on H.R. 3701 des-
ignating the Joseph L. Fisher Post Office

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speaker, on
rollcall numbers 46 and 47, | was unavoidably
detained in my district. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. DEUTSCH. Madam Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained today during rollcall vote
No. 46 on H.R. 3699 and rollcall vote No. 47
on H.R. 3701. Had | been present | would
have voted “yea” on both.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF HOUSE RESO-
LUTION 396

Mr. OWENS. Madam Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of House Reso-
lution 396, expressing the sense of the
House of Representatives that a bien-
nial budget process should be enacted
in the second session of the 106th Con-
gress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MORELLA). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New
York?
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There was no objection.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 1501, JUVE-
NILE JUSTICE REFORM ACT OF
1999

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 7(c) of rule XXII, |
hereby announce my intention to offer
a motion to instruct conferees on H.R.
1501 tomorrow. The form of the motion
is as follows:

Ms. LOFGREN moves that the managers on
the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the bill, H.R. 1501,
be instructed to insist that the committee of
conference should have its first substantive
meeting to offer amendments and motions
within the next 2 weeks.

Madam Speaker, while | understand
the House rules do not allow Members
to coauthor motions to instruct, |
would like to say that the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. McCAR-
THY) supports this motion and intends
to speak on its behalf tomorrow.

SUPPORT HUMANITARIAN RELIEF
ASSISTANCE TO THE REPUBLIC
OF MOZAMBIQUE

(Ms. CARSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. CARSON. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 431, a bill to support
humanitarian relief assistance to the
Republic of Mozambique. The people of
Mozambique have suffered tremendous
hardship due to rains that started over
a month ago. The flood’s side effects of
disease, homelessness, and hunger are
even more damaging when coupled
with 2 million displaced land mines left
over from the civil war.

Just as the people of Mozambique
seem to be turning the corner to inde-
pendence, democratic government, and
economic advancement, this tragic
event has occurred that only, some
say, only a God in heaven can control.

As humans, we cannot rationalize or
understand nature’s catastrophes. As a
country, we must follow our belief that
not only is the aid to Mozambique nec-
essary because of our national inter-
ests and stability, but also because of
our moral interest. If there is any
short-term gain in this tragedy, it is an
opportunity to pass the test of compas-
sion, charity, and humanity that God
administers.

I reiterate and encourage the Mem-
bers of this august body to support
H.R. 431, which will provide humani-
tarian relief assistance to the Republic
of Mozambique.

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
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TRIBUTE TO VETERAN CONGRES-
SIONAL AIDE CARY BRICK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCHUGH)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCHUGH. Madam Speaker, | rise
today with a sense of mixed emotions,
because it is an occasion of good-byes,
but it is also an opportunity to recog-
nize the work and career of someone
who is very special to this House, and
certainly to me personally, my chief of
staff, Cary R. Brick. His 30-year Con-
gressional staff career spans the serv-
ice of three consecutive New York
State Congressmen. He really has an
uncommon record of service, and | am
pleased that | have this opportunity to-
night to say a few words.

Cary is the most senior chief of staff
in the New York Congressional Delega-
tion, and, in fact, one of the most sen-
ior staffers to serve this institution. He
began his Capitol Hill career in Janu-
ary of 1969 as press secretary to the
late Robert C. McEwen, and later
served as his executive assistant. When
Bob McEwen retired in 1980, Cary was
appointed by his successor, former Rep-
resentative David O’Brien Martin, to
serve as his administrative assistant.

When | was elected following Dave
Martin’s retirement in 1992, | asked
Cary to stay on as my chief of staff as
well, and it remains to this day one of
the easiest and certainly one of the
best decisions | have made in my 7-plus
years in this House.

Cary Brick has served our current of-
fice, that of my predecessors, and our
Congressional constituents with the
highest level of dedication and enthu-
siasm. There are few, if any, commu-
nities, institutions, organizations or
individuals in our district who have
not benefited in some way from his
work.

Additionally, as the administrator of
my Congressional allowances, Cary has
made it possible for us to return nearly
$1.5 million to the Congressional cof-
fers, without ever sacrificing the needs
of the office and our constituents. He
has handled his many responsibilities
with the highest level of integrity and
has gained a well-earned reputation on
Capitol Hill as a dedicated profes-
sional.

At a time, Madam Speaker, when the
Congressional staff turnover rate is es-
timated to be 40 percent a year, it is
unlikely that anyone will ever equal
his achievement. His retirement is a
loss to the institution of Congress, the
people of New York’s 24th Congres-
sional District, his fellow staffers, and
me personally.

There are many remarkable things
about Cary Brick’s career as a Congres-
sional aide, but, rather than citing his
impressive biography, | would share
but a single glimpse into Cary’s psyche
that | believe reveals much about what
makes him particular.
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Simply put, Cary loves New York’s
North Country. Just as Dorothy loved
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Kansas in the Wizard of Oz, Cary truly
believes that there is ““no place like
home.”

Although he and his wife, Erin, have
raised two beautiful daughters in their
Northern Virginia house, Sarah and
Rebecca have always known their
home is in New York. His strong ties to
the North Country and his strong sense
of community have helped him keep
that perspective. He never lost sight of
what matters most. Although his job
brought him to Washington, D.C., Cary
embraced, even relished, the fact that
he worked for every citizen of New
York’s 24th District.

Through his service as my chief of
staff for the last 7% years, our inter-
action has been far more than a work
relationship. We have celebrated the
many achievements our combined ef-
forts have produced; and there have, of
course, been a few disappointments
over which we have agonized together
as well. He has been my advisor, my
confidant, and most of all, my friend.
In a town where personal ambition
often obscures public interest, | can
say without hesitation that Cary’s
brand of loyalty and friendship has
been a priceless gift.

When Cary publicly announced his
retirement, one quote stood out as a
great ‘‘sound bite’’ that stood out time
and time again and on Capitol Hill. He
said, and | quote, ““To have been an in-
side observer of congressional partici-
pation and debate in every national
and world event during the final third
of the 20th century is an awesome op-
portunity that few others have had.”
Awesome, indeed.

However, Mr. Speaker, nothing about
Cary’s quote should lead anyone to be-
lieve that he has in any way been on
the sidelines or a mere observer. Rath-
er, he has been a soldier on both the
front lines and in the war room. His
battlefield has been Capitol Hill. From
Watergate to the Gulf War to the clo-
sure of Plattsburgh Air Force Base, he
has earned his stripes through many
battles. His weapons have been quick
thinking, his unmatched instincts and
his constant integrity; and his ammu-
nition has been the power of his words
and his proven ability to mobilize
forces.

For your uncommon commitment,
loyalty and sense of duty, Cary, we all
salute you.

Mr. Speaker, | am happy to yield at
this time to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. WALsSH), my friend and col-
league and neighbor to the south and a
good friend and associate of Cary
Brick’s as well, for a few comments.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my good friend for yielding time. |
have a prepared statement that | would
like to enter into the record regarding
Cary Brick, and it was penned by a
good friend of his, my chief of staff, Art
Jutton who has served almost as long
as Cary has. Cary was always referred
to as the dean of the delegation be-
cause of his seniority. | suspect Art
may be in line for that, although Mr.
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Brick may not want to give up that
title.

Cary has been a true exemplary pub-
lic servant, someone who has served
the country well, served his Members
of Congress well, served the people of
the North Country well. He is a role
model for anyone who would be willing
to enter public service and suffer the
slings and arrows that we take in this
business; but he never lost his sense of
humor, never lost his wisdom and his
ability to stand back from the fray and
make a cognitive decision that is al-
ways of benefit, not only to the Mem-
ber of Congress in whose office he
served, but to other Members who were
smart enough to ask.

So | would like to join my colleague.
| identify with everything that he said.
I wish the gentleman well in his selec-
tion of a replacement, although it is a
tough pair of shoes to fill. Mr. Speaker,
my best to Cary and his family as he
retires.

KICKING OFF THE REBIRTH OF
THE CONGRESSIONAL RURAL
CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DeEaL of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
North Dakota (Mr. POMEROY) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POMEROQOY. Mr. Speaker, | want
to commend the two preceding speak-
ers for recognizing Mr. Brick. All too
often | think those that serve us so
well do not get the particular com-
mendation that they are so richly de-
serving of; and | am very pleased that
this individual, in the capstone of his
distinguished career, received the kind
of recognition just provided.

Mr. Speaker, this is Kick-off day,
kick-off of the Rural Caucus. | particu-
larly want to commend the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON);
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. CLAYTON); and the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), my cochairs
in the Rural Caucus, in announcing the
rebirth of this important endeavor. As
a representative of one of the most
rural districts in the House, the entire
State of North Dakota, | am very
pleased with this initiative and proud
to be a part of it.

In the last 7 years, our Nation’s econ-
omy has been growing by leaps and
bounds. Unemployment rates are at
all-time lows, consumer confidence is
at an all-time high, the rising stock
market is creating unprecedented lev-
els of wealth. But for this sky-rock-
eting economy for so many Americans,
the situation in rural America, our
smallest towns and villages across the
country, has been quite different. The
boom of Wall Street is not meeting
necessarily the needs of rural Main
Streets. | think rural America is at a
serious crossroads tonight. As | travel
throughout my home State, | literally
see many fine, long-standing commu-
nities shrinking and disappearing.

In an ever-more urban House, we
have to understand the distinct and
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enormous challenges facing rural
America. In the House today, there are
only 57 Members out of the 435 who rep-
resent predominantly rural areas com-
pared to 130 years ago. We know that
after the next decennial census now
being conducted, the rural representa-
tion in this Chamber will shrink even
further. According to census informa-
tion, however, 1 out of 4 Americans, 62
million, live in rural areas. Due to the
lack of representation, | believe, of
rural America in the House, many
rural Americans suffer from funding
formulas or programs that do not rep-
resent their unique needs.

Mr. Speaker, we have had 110 Mem-
bers, Republican and Democrat both,
join in the rebirth and relaunch of the
Congressional Rural Caucus. | think
that this initial success is due in large
part to the stress that the rural areas
in each of our districts is experiencing.
In North Dakota the agriculture sector
is facing a flat-out depression. Farmers
are receiving $2.50 a bushel for wheat,
nearly 30 percent below the cost of pro-
duction. In North Dakota the farm auc-
tions replace the church picnic as a so-
cial gathering in many communities. |
am hopeful that the Congressional
Rural Caucus with Members from all
over the United States will be able to
advocate Federal policies that address
our most pressing needs in rural Amer-
ica.

In addition to production agri-
culture, however, there are many inter-
related facets of our rural communities
that need attention and will be empha-
sized by the Rural Caucus, issues like
education, health care, technology and
economic development. They are all es-
sential parts of our small towns in
rural America. Without the access to
quality education, rural residents fall
behind the learning curve. Without ac-
cess to quality health care, they stand
exposed to unexpected health concerns.
Without access to technology, rural
residents will be left out of the techno-
logical revolution. Without invest-
ments in rural development, our com-
munities and our residents will not
find places of employment, new eco-
nomic opportunities for them, to con-
tinue living in these parts of the world.

Education, for one, is a vital compo-
nent to the prosperity of rural Amer-
ica. We take great pride in the quality
of our schools and the student achieve-
ment; but in keeping the quality of
rural schools, we know that there is
going to be an ongoing commitment of
resources and partnership between
local, State, and increasingly Federal
participation. This critical investment
in our children is one of the most cost-
effective ways to ensure opportunity
and prosperity. Unfortunately, most
Federal funds are channeled to larger
urban school districts. Small and rural
school districts, we feel, have not got-
ten their fair due, and this will be a
target area of the caucus.

Another pressing issue is rural health
care. We hear about millions who lack
health care coverage, and yet we see in
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rural areas the actual care delivery
system being strained, people having to
drive further and further distances to
receive access to even emergency pri-
mary health care services.

On technology, we see people use the
Internet to access a variety of informa-
tion; and yet we see that the prospect
of the digital divide, separating the
kind of Internet access that provides so
many new opportunities for us across
the country, may provide a distinct
have and have-not, with rural America
being left behind as the latest tech-
nology comes on board.

For all of these reasons, | am very
proud to join with my colleagues in the
Rural Caucus. | commend the bipar-
tisan effort, and | know that we will
stand together as we face these chal-
lenges.

THE CONGRESSIONAL RURAL CAU-
CUS: SPEAKING OUT FOR RURAL
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
tonight | join the gentleman from
North Dakota (Mr. POMEROY) and my
other cochairs, the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON) and the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
EMERSON), as we celebrate today the
coming together of about 212 Members
of Congress, both Republicans and
Democrats, to revitalize the Congres-
sional Rural Caucus. Last year the four
of us came together with this common
goal: to speak out for rural America
and to find ways that we could do that
here in the United States Congress.
Today, we have celebrated the hard
work and our ability to bring us all to-
gether for a united voice for rural
America.

Our jobs as Members of the Congres-
sional Rural Caucus, and we would en-
join any of our colleagues to continue
to join us in this pursuit, is to promote
economic and social policies that sup-
port and help the continued viability of
our rural communities. In many in-
stances throughout my home State of
Kansas, our rural communities con-
tinue to struggle. We continue to lose
population from once-thriving commu-
nities and elsewhere across the Great
Plains region. Demographic trends
show that young people are leaving the
lands of their ancestors and that the
population left behind is rapidly aging.

Kansas has 105 counties. Fifty-eight
of those counties are smaller today
than they were in 1890. Eighty Kansas
counties have lost population in the
last 2 decades. Seventy counties will
lose population in the next decade.

So as a result, Kansas communities
are confronted with serious challenges
of prosperity and even of survival. Con-
cerned parents wonder if their children
will receive a public school education
sufficient to meet the demands of to-
morrow’s global marketplace. I myself
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want to raise my children, | have a 9-
year-old daughter and a 12-year-old
daughter, | would like for them to have
the opportunity to be raised in rural
America and to raise their children, if
they so choose, in rural Kansas; and we
are concerned about the availability
not only of education but of health
care, especially in our smallest com-
munities. Even though our unemploy-
ment rates are low, we see significant
under-employment in many areas of
rural Kansas. That is the state of the
job market in too many of our small
communities.

The world of information technology,
the Internet, is equally important to
our towns and to our homes. Con-
necting that last mile will be a formi-
dable challenge. Telecommunications
is vital to rural America’s economic
development. It is vital to our schools
and our hospitals, and it is vital to our
businesses. Business must have access
to deal with their customers and sup-
pliers; students and individuals need
access to the Internet to communicate,
to acquire knowledge and develop
skills to maintain our competitiveness.

I serve as the chairman of the Tele-
communications Task Force of the
Congressional Rural Caucus; and | am
committed to working with other
Members of Congress, with the indus-
try and with the administration, to en-
sure the availability of advanced tele-
communications services in our rural
communities. Many of the challenges
confronting rural America can be met
and overcome with the commitment
that adequate resources are directed
toward the development of rural com-
munities, and access to telecommuni-
cations is one of those critical issues
we face.

By bringing quality health care, edu-
cation, information, and commerce to
rural families and to business, an ad-
vanced telecommunication infrastruc-
ture can overcome any disadvantages
of distance and low density.

By providing one voice for rural
America, the congressional caucus will
ensure communities remain viable and
competitive. Our job in Congress is to
raise the awareness of rural issues to
preserve this way of life. As Congress
debates important issues like access to
telecommunications, we must address
the opportunities and challenges that
we face in rural America. Rural Amer-
ica across this country needs to dem-
onstrate to ourselves and to the rest of
the world our commitment for a better
life. 1 urge my colleagues to join us in
this effort to fight and to speak out for
rural America.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
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woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. CLAYTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. EMERSON addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR HU-
MANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO
THE REPUBLIC OF MOZAMBIQUE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, we just passed out of this
House tonight H.R. 431, a very impor-
tant piece of legislation, expressing
support for humanitarian assistance to
the Republic of Mozambique. | want to
commend our government, nongovern-
mental organizations, and other na-
tions for their response to the flood cri-
sis in Mozambique. Cyclone Eline dev-
astated that poor country, driving resi-
dents from their homes, children from
their schools, shopkeepers from their
businesses, and doctors and patients
from their clinics. The only refuge was
roofs, treetops and scraps of land pro-
truding here and there from swirling
waters. One young woman, Sophie
Pedro, gave birth to a baby girl in a
tree top where she had sought refuge
for 4 days.

The heavy toll on the population and
massive destruction of the infrastruc-
ture, however, have dwarfed these
early emergency relief-and-rescue ef-
forts.
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The flood waters have destroyed a
decade-long economic recovery under-
taken by Mozambique. Before these
disastrous floods, Mr. Speaker, the gov-
ernment had embarked upon sustained
efforts to manage public resources bet-
ter, improve the climate for investors,
and promote private sector develop-
ment. Mozambique had complied with
the Structural Adjustment Program
requirements, the Enhanced Structural
Adjustment Facility, and more re-
cently the Heavily Indebted Poor Coun-
tries Initiative.

Last year, Mozambique completed
the requirement to receive $3.7 billion
in debt reduction from external credi-
tors, the largest reduction under the

HIPC Initiative. Prudent fiscal and
monetary policies and structural re-
forms increased international con-

fidence in Mozambique’s economy, re-
flected in higher long-term capital in-
flows and a stable exchange rate.
However, the disaster now will cost
the country nearly all their hard-won
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economic gains. It will take hundreds
of millions of dollars to rebuild the
transportation and communication in-
frastructure, schools, clinics, homes,
and businesses.

While Mozambique has been one of
Africa’s economic success stories, the
floods threaten to return the country
to conditions reminiscent of the com-
mand economy of the 1970s and the rav-
aging civil war of the 1980s.

To sustain its economic gains, Mo-
zambique will need more than emer-
gency aid and logistical relief. It will
need long-term reconstruction and re-
habilitation assistance. Already the
multilateral institutions are consid-
ering new construction loans. Unfortu-
nately, Mr. Speaker, these new loans
will only compound Mozambique’s ex-
isting debt burden, even with the sub-
stantial reductions under the HIPC
program.

| applaud the President’s decision to
forgive Mozambique’s remaining bilat-
eral debt and encourage this Congress,
the World Bank, and the International
Monetary Fund to follow suit. Mozam-
bique has played by the rules. They
have restructured their economy, ad-
hered to all conditionalities imposed
by the multilateral financial institu-
tions, and stayed the course with their
fiscal and monetary policies.

The Mozambican people have made
great short-term sacrifice for the long-
term future prosperity of their coun-
try. If we do not address this current
crisis with speedy and substantial cur-
rent multilateral debt forgiveness, we
will betray our social contract with the
men, women, and children of Mozam-
bique.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, we should look
at a permanent relief force so we will
not have to come before this body
every time a disaster occurs.

CONGRESSIONAL RURAL CAUCUS/
RURAL TRANSPORTATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DeEAL of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise,
along with my colleagues before me, to
promote the Kkick-off of the Congres-
sional Rural Caucus. | am proud to be
a member of this caucus, which will
work to better represent the interests
of rural America by raising awareness
of the needs of communities in these
areas.

Mr. Speaker, my district, the 18th
Congressional District of Ohio, is most-
ly rural, made up of people who proud-
ly support the coal and steel indus-
tries, agriculture, and various other
manufacturing industries. A native of
the Ohio Valley, | have represented
this district for a number of years,
both as a State Representative and a
State Senator, and now in Congress. |
am well aware of the needs of the peo-
ple who live there.

Tonight previously Members heard
from colleagues who talked about edu-
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cation in rural America. We also heard
about telecommunications. Tonight I
want to focus on transit, but there are
a lot of other needs today. There is
housing.

We were visited by Bruce Veldt from
the Ohio Department of Development
who was talking to us about rural
housing initiatives. We have had many
people who are concentrating on the
things that are important, and they are
coming from the State of Ohio. They
are communicating more. But | think
this Kkick-off of our Congressional
Rural Caucus is something that is
going to be able to work across all 50
States to help rural America.

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, too
often rural communities have been an
afterthought in Federal policy discus-
sions and program development. The
establishment of the bipartisan Con-
gressional Rural Caucus, which cur-
rently has 112 members, will help to en-
sure that the interests of rural Amer-
ica are properly represented in Federal
policy and legislation.

One area that undoubtedly exhibits
the need for better representation of
rural America is the transportation
arena. Rural areas are often left out of
negotiations when State transpor-
tation planning is being planned, with
most of the decision-making power
being left to the State and metropoli-
tan officials, who have a place at the
table.

In June of 1998, when Congress passed
the landmark Transportation Equity
Act for the 21st century, better known
as TEA-21, it marked the beginning of
a new era in rural transportation. In
addition to providing more Federal
funds to help improve the infrastruc-
ture and services in rural America, the
new law reinforces the intermodal phi-
losophy and takes an important first
step in strengthening the role local of-
ficials wield in the decision-making
process and planning process.

As a member of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, |
was privileged to have served on the
TEA-21 conference committee. | am
proud to have fought for the language
which increased the presence of local
rural officials in the transportation
and planning process. This is good for
rural America and it is good for trans-
portation.

However, challenges abound in rural
areas. The needs still greatly outpace
Federal, State, and local resources. |
would like to just give a few examples.

One in every 14 households in rural
America is without a vehicle, despite
being the most prevalent mode of
transportation. Nearly 38 percent of
county roads are inadequate for cur-
rent travel, and nearly half of major
rural bridges are structurally deficient.

This is significant, as 81 percent or
3.1 million miles of the Nation’s public
highway system exist in rural America.

While still an important mode of
transportation, inner city bus service
has almost completely disappeared off
the face of rural America. In 1965, 23,000

March 14, 2000

communities were linked together with
daily bus service. As we start the new
century, that number has dwindled to a
mere 4,500, from 23,000 down to 4,500.
Those are communities with rural
routes. Too often the rural routes are
the ones that are eliminated.

This decline has implications, not
only for passenger service, but also for
essential freight services, as intercity
buses often provide the only daily
package express service in remote
rural communities.

Public transit is becoming a vital
source of transportation in rural areas,
especially as disabled and elderly popu-
lations rise. Yet, 38 percent of rural
residents live in an area without any
form of public transportation. This can
be directly linked to the fact that less
than 10 percent of Federal spending for
public transportation goes to rural
communities.

AIr service is often seen as an essen-
tial factor in attracting and retaining
businesses in rural communities, but
the high cost of subsidizing service
limits its availability. On this, the eve
of the day when Congress is scheduled
to take up the Aviation Investment
and Reform Act, or known as AIR-21,
the conference report, a bill which will
reauthorize and increase funding for
Federal aviation programs, as well as
provide improved passenger service to
rural areas, on this eve, | wish to thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER) and the rest of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure who, on a bipartisan basis,
have recognized the needs of rural
America when it comes to aviation.

TEA-21 does help ensure rural elected
officials and communities are rep-
resented in the planning process, which
is best described as the gateway for ac-
cessing Federal transportation funds.
This will help States develop com-
prehensive plans that use our limited
resources most wisely, as well as con-
tribute to the economic and social
growth of rural areas.

Even with the new TEA-21 provisions, how-
ever, rural elected officials are still on an un-
even playing field with urban and state offi-
cials. That is why members of groups like the
National Association of Counties, National
League of Cities, National Association of De-
velopment Organizations and the American
Public Works Association continue to advocate
federal legislation that closes the equity gap in
planning and programming.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, transpor-
tation is an essential component of ad-
dressing the needs of rural America. It
not only connects people to jobs,
health care and family in a way that
enhances one’s quality of life, but it
also serves as the lifeline of the rural
and national economies. | look forward
to serving with the other members of
the Congressional Rural Caucus and to
bettering the lives of those we serve.

I just want to pay tribute to the
rural caucus, who is going to abso-
lutely make life better across rural
America by their bipartisan effort.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1000,
WENDELL H. FORD AVIATION IN-
VESTMENT AND REFORM ACT
FOR THE 21ST CENTURY

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106-523) on the
resolution (H. Res. 438) waiving points
of order against the conference report
to accompany the bill (H.R. 1000) to
amend title 49, United States Code, to
reauthorize programs of the Federal
Aviation Administration, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3843, SMALL BUSINESS RE-
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2000

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106-524) on the
resolution (H. Res. 439) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3843) to
reauthorize programs to assist small
business concerns, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

ISSUES CONCERNING RURAL
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
wish to commend those who provided
the leadership in the House of estab-
lishing the Congressional Rural Cau-
cus. As a member of that caucus, | am
enthusiastic about the work before us
and the goals that we propose to under-
take.

The kick-off of that caucus is an ex-
citing time and | think an important
realization that rural issues need some
help here in the United States Con-
gress. There seem to be fewer and fewer
of us who represent rural communities,
and our goal and our charge over the
rest of this Congress and on into the
future years involves elevating the pri-
ority of rural issues in the Congress. |
am excited to be part of that.

Sixty-two million Americans live in
rural America. That is one out of every
four people. We should not be leaving
25 percent of our citizens out of the
economic prosperity we are enjoying
generally as a Nation today.

In the Fourth Congressional District
of Colorado, it is a largely rural area
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and depends heavily on agriculture.
The fragile support system of small
towns scattered throughout the region
depends on the bounty of our natural
resources. The tax base in small cities
and counties in Colorado and all over
rural America is usually small and less
flexible than in larger cities in subur-
ban areas. With such small popu-
lations, tax bases rarely grow, and in-
creased taxes have a much greater im-
pact on the individual property owner.

Residents of these areas cannot af-
ford tax increases to support the needs
of their small communities, so local
governments have to make do with
what they have. They cannot afford to
compensate for an ever-changing Fed-
eral role with respect to an overregu-
latory propensity here in Washington.
The Federal government and Congress
must allow these people to raise the re-
sources they need, and we should spend
less of our time regulating every last
penny out of them.

All too often Federal agencies pro-
pose regulations without keeping in
mind these rural communities. These
communities, | submit, cannot afford
to comply with too many more new
rules and regulations.

One of the biggest offenders in the
overregulating of rural America is the
Fish and Wildlife Service, through the
Endangered Species Act. Regulations
involving sensitive animals and plants
can clean out just about any small
town’s economy if the species in ques-
tion happens to be in a community.

Rural communities, like those in my
district, are often supported by agri-
culture. Agriculture is not benefiting
from the economic prosperity that the
rest of the country is currently experi-
encing. They are suffering even more
thanks to the Endangered Species Act.

My district contains the short grass
prairie ecosystem that attracts many
small critters, such as the Preble’s
Meadow Jumping Mouse, the black-
tailed prairie dogs, the mountain plov-
er, as well as their predators, and a
handful of other species that the gov-
ernment has determined to be threat-
ened or endangered.

If one ran into a rare mineral on his
land, his property value might increase
overnight, but find an endangered spe-
cies on your property, if that species
decides to take up residence on your
land, your property value will sink, be-
cause the Fish and Wildlife Service
now determines what you do with your
land, and any value received from pro-
duction is subsequently lost.

While many homeowners in our coun-
try do not have to worry about a
Preble’s Meadow Jumping Mouse or a
mountain plover, a rural American, or
more specifically a farmer, can see
these little animals ruin their liveli-
hood and take away much of their
rights as landowners.

Often their losses are not even help-
ful in recovering the species. Out of
thousands of Endangered Species Act
listings, approximately 22 species have
been delisted since 1973. Seven of those
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were due to extinction, eight of them
due to data error, and only seven have
actually been helped by the Endan-
gered Species Act. That is less than 1
percent.

Private landowners, | believe, are the
best stewards of their land. They are
often willing to set aside a portion of
their land to help preserve these valu-
able species. In fact, private land-
owners are the most responsible and
most helpful for endangered and
threatened species recovery, more so, |
say, than the government is.

Unfortunately, farmers are often
punished for voluntarily creating habi-
tat suitable for these declining species
by unknowingly giving the Fish and
Wildlife Service a right of passage onto
their land to monitor species recovery.
Farmers and ranchers are often told
what they can and cannot do with all
of their land. That sometimes means
they cannot produce the products that
constitute the basis for their income.
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The Endangered Species Act is not
only invasive, but it impacts dispropor-
tionately rural America. This law and
the regulations that come with it often
eliminate the only income that rural
communities have.

In Colorado, here is an interesting
example, Mr. Speaker, four fish which
are found mostly in the rural part of
my State, include two types of Chub,
the squawfish and the sucker, are being
protected with a budget of $60 million.
However, the economic impact of this
recovery is $650 million. Meanwhile,
over in the State of Washington, an-
glers are paid a $3 bounty for every
squawfish caught measuring over 11
inches in their rivers.

The Endangered Species Act needs to
be reformed, Mr. Speaker. It is just one
more example of the kinds of issues
that the rural caucus intends to focus
on in our efforts to reach out to rural
America and elevate the prominence of
rural issues on the floor of the House.

ESA affects all aspects of Rural America:

Road building—Rural communities typically
have inferior transportation systems to begin
with. The ESA doesn't help a community build
a much needed road that may bring more
commerce to the area. They must check first
to see if they are invading on any endangered
or threatened species’ territory or they could
face litigation or government fines. These
delays can be both costly and devastating to
a community that needs the business to sur-
vive.

Water use—Rural Communities tend to rely
on less sophisticated systems to provide water
for their communities. Unfortunately, these
systems often rely on what is seen as poten-
tial habitat for endangered or threatened spe-
cies. Towns often have to spend millions of
dollars to divert water or create new systems
to avoid impact to a species.

Construction in general—when a rural com-
munity wants to build a new hospital, school
or maybe even a new store to bring some rev-
enue to the area, they frequently face road
blocks because the only land they have might
be the preferred habitat of a species that may
not even be living in the area.
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Tax base—small towns may have to spend
their small tax base to defend themselves
from Environmental groups, or on costly modi-
fications to their infrastructure, because of a
species that may or not be in their community
and, in some cases, may not actually be en-
dangered or even exist.

When the Fish and Wildlife Service con-
siders a listing in Rural America, the economic
consequences are brought to their attention,
but they often place the lowest priority on the
communities they devastate.

While the Mountain Plover was being evalu-
ated for listing, the government suggested if
the plover was listed, farmers would have to
cease normal farming practices from late April
to mid-May because this coincides with the
plover's nesting season. For a farmer in the
Eastern Plains, this would be devastating be-
cause this is the only time of the year for
planting most crops. USDA Natural Resource
Conservation Service wrote that the plover’s
listing “may adversely impact a number of
common agriculture practices in the short-
grass prairie region in the United States.” In
already difficult times for farmers in America,
the elimination of their planting season would
cause extinction of the Rural Farmer in the
eastern plains.

Farmers are often fined for continuing farm-
ing activities on their property, even if the spe-
cies is not known to exist on their land, but
just because their land might be potential
habitat for an animal the government is con-
cerned about.

The bottom line:

Federal agencies should not create man-
dates that will financially devastate entire com-
munities.

Rural America is already burdened because
they face various economic disadvantages.

Rural Americans cannot bear the burden of
species recovery.

The government should take into consider-
ation the economic consequences to already
strained Rural Americans, and work with the
communities, not against them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DEAL of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

ESTABLISHING A NATIONAL
OCEAN DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to introduce a resolution in support of
establishing a National Ocean Day.

A National Ocean Day would help to focus
the public’'s attention on the vital role the
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ocean plays in the lives of our nation’s people
and the significant impact our people have on
the health of this vital resource.

The ocean covers 71 percent of the Earth’'s
surface and is key to the life support systems
of all creatures on this planet. It contains a
wondrous abundance and diversity of life—
from the smallest microorganism to the blue
whale. The potential of the ocean’s tremen-
dous resources are not yet fully explored and
likely includes life-saving medicines and treat-
ments.

Two-thirds of the world’'s people live within
50 miles of a coast and one out of six Amer-
ican jobs is in fishing, shipping, or tourism.
Some 90 percent of the world’s trade is trans-
ported on the oceans.

The health of our ocean ecosystems are
threatened by global warming, pollution, over-
fishing, and the destruction of coral reefs. We
must take steps today to protect this irreplace-
able resource.

The State of Hawaii has designated the first
Wednesday of June as Ocean Day in recogni-
tion of the significant role the ocean plays in
the lives of Hawaii's people, culture, history,
and traditions. | hope my colleagues will join
me in calling for a National Ocean Day to help
focus nationwide attention on the need for re-
sponsible stewardship of this precious re-
source.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HUNTER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
METCALF) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. METCALF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

POWS AND MIAS IN VIETNAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, back in 1993 I met a gentleman
named Binh Ly. And Mr. Ly told me
and other Congressmen that he had a
business partner, Mr. Nguyen Van Hao,
who met with former Secretary of
Commerce Ron Brown to seek his help
in normalizing relations with Vietnam.

Mr. Ly said that Mr. Hao who met
with Ron Brown three or four times
told him that Ron Brown wanted
$700,000 in up-front money to start the
normalization process with Vietnam.
Mr. Brown said initially that he never
met with Mr. Hoa, but later, it was
found out that he did indeed meet with
him three times.

The FBI, on October 2 of 1992, was re-
ported in the New York Times to have
discovered evidence that the Viet-
namese government was preparing to
establish a special bank account in
Singapore, and the evidence was in the
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form of a large transfer of an undis-
closed sum of money or a transfer of
undisclosed sum of money between the
East Asian banks.

The interesting thing about this is
that Mr. Ly told us before we found out
about that that there was going to be
$700,000 transferred to the Banque
Indosuez in Singapore for Mr. Brown
from the Vietnamese government.

Now, the reason | bring this up is we
had hearing on this, and Mr. Brown was
investigated. Unfortunately, Mr.
Brown died in a plane crash over in the
former Yugoslav a few years ago, but
the fact of the matter is, Mr. Ly made
this statement, and the normalization
process then did go forward.

The administration said that the rea-
son the normalization process was
going forward was we wanted to heal
old wounds and that the Vietnamese
government had agreed that they
would give us a full accounting of the
2,300 POW-MIAs that were still missing
and unaccounted for in Vietnam while
we normalize relations with Vietnam.
And we have received a few reports on
the POW-MIAs that were unreported up
until the normalization took place, but
the process went forward. And we nor-
malized relations.

Mr. Speaker, now, here we are 7 years
later in the year 2000, and we still have
2,023 POW-MIAs unaccounted for.
Every President up until this adminis-
tration had said that we would never
start the normalization process until
we had a full accounting of our POW-
MIAs.

There is a lot of families in this
country that still wonder what hap-
pened to their husbands, their fathers,
their sons that do not know and may
never know what happened to them be-
cause the Vietnamese government has
not lived up to the commitment that
they made.

Many people believe to this day that
the reason the normalization process
took place was because of the potential
money being given to Ron Brown and
others in the government as a payoff to
start the process.

Others believed that the administra-
tion really did want to get a complete
accounting of the POW-MIAs and they
believed the Vietnamese government
when they said they would give us a
complete accounting.

Here we are 7 years later, and we
have had an accounting of maybe 200
out of the 2,300 that were missing and
are still missing and unaccounted for.

The reason | come to the floor to-
night is because | am very concerned
about something that is taking place
as we speak. The Secretary of Defense
of the United States, Mr. Cohen, has
gone to Vietnam. And he is meeting
with Vietnamese leaders to talk about
the POW-MIA issue and to show good
faith on the part of the United States
Government in the peaceful agree-
ments that have been made by this ad-
ministration with the Vietnamese gov-
ernment.

The thing that concerns me is that
our Secretary of Defense has gone over
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there at almost exactly 25 years to the
day that we have seen our troops pull
out of Saigon, now Ho Chi Minh City.
That really bothers me.

They are celebrating in Vietnam.
They are taking our Secretary of De-
fense around to war memorials showing
where their valiant airmen shot down
our young Americans who were Killed,
and they are celebrating their victory
over the United States 25 years after
the fall of Saigon.

Our Secretary of Defense is over
there during this celebration. To me,
as an American, it seems unseemly.
And | think a lot of Americans, espe-
cially those who served in Vietnam or
who had loved ones that died and are
still unaccounted for iIn Vietnam,
would feel the same way.

Mr. Speaker, | just say to this admin-
istration and to the Secretary of De-
fense, if he wanted to go to Vietnam to
talk to them about the POW-MIA
issue, if he wanted to go to Vietnam to
tell them how important their rela-
tionship with us is, then why in the
world did he do it during their celebra-
tions of the defeat of the United States
and Vietnam? It makes no sense to me.
It rubs me the wrong way.

| hope that the Secretary of Defense
and others in the administration hear
what we had to say. He should have
done it at a different time.

ISSUES FACING RURAL AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, it is certainly a good day for
rural America. | want to congratulate
the gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
EMERSON) and the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON) for re-
viving the Rural Caucus. | do not know
what happened that it died. It should
never have. For someone who rep-
resents a very rural district, it is cer-
tainly a delight that we have it back.

Why do we need a Rural Caucus?
Well, first, | come from a very rural
district, the most rural district east of
the Miississippi, from northern tier
Pennsylvania. A lot of people do not
think of Pennsylvania as being rural.
They think of Philadelphia and Lan-
caster and Pittsburgh. But much of
Pennsylvania is rural. It is the most
rural population in the country. One-
third of Pennsylvanians live in towns
of less than 2,500. That is rural.

Now, the problem we have is that
urban America, who really runs this
country, dominates governments at
State and national level, does not un-
derstand the needs of rural America. |
call rural America the heartland of
this country where we have some of
our finest, hardest working people with
the best work ethic.

There is nothing more than we can
point to today than the farm crisis. As
I look out on the beautiful farmlands
that are in Pennsylvania and other
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neighboring States, and as we see the
farmers leave and the barns fall down
and the underbrush grows up on what
was beautiful farm fields, we are gradu-
ally losing much of our heritage in this
country.

The farm crisis, if not addressed, will
again put more and more rural people
out of work and send them to the cities
to push more urban sprawl. It is vital
that this Congress meets the needs to
preserve farms in this country because
of the vital role that we play.

My message to the White House is
stop the food embargoes. Allow Amer-
ican farmers to sell their products at a
fair price around the world. By lifting
the embargoes, it would be $12 billion
to $15 billion added to the farm budg-
ets, and our farmers would get a much
better price for their products because
their markets would be expanded.

Another issue that is facing rural
America is rural health care. | chaired
health issues in Pennsylvania for a dec-
ade. | understand them. Rural health
care is paid an unfair payment in com-
parison to urban suburban America.
Why should a procedure in rural Amer-
ica be paid maybe half as much as a
procedure in suburban urban America.
There is no real reason for that except
that is the rules that have been pro-
mulgated by HCFA that administers
Medicare and Medicaid.

If rural America’s health payments
are not equalized or made fair, we will
lose rural health care, and there will be
no winners because those people will
have to travel long distance to subur-
ban areas. HCFA will pay the high
price for the same health care that
could have been administered in the
hometown communities.

Rural transportation, rural airports,
rural rail lines, we cannot afford to
lose another mile of rail line in rural
America. We cannot afford to have an-
other community lose its ability to
have rail service because it will make
sure that certain jobs and certain op-
portunities are not available to them.
Local air service is vital to the future
of rural America, and it is under threat
in this country because of government
policies.

Another issue that has just been re-
cently brought into the national news
is the explosion of substance abuse in
this country and in particular in rural
America. Rural America was always
thought to be free of drug use. It was
an urban problem. Mr. Speaker, the re-
cent studies show that there is more
abuse among young people in rural
America than any other part.

One of the reasons is we do not have
adequate enforcement in rural Amer-
ica. The strike force, the drug strike
force, the special groups that have been
put together to work in urban America
and suburban America, they do not
like to work out in rural America. Be-
cause we do not have adequate enforce-
ment, drug usage is on the rise, and we
are losing young people by the thou-
sands because drugs, not only harm
young people, they often Kkill them.

H959

Drugs are dangerous. Drugs are not
healthy. Drugs are not safe. We must
somehow stop the drug culture in all of
America and specifically rural Amer-
ica.

A question | ask: Is rural America
prepared for e-commerce? Do we have
adequate ability to the Web, to the
Internet? Are our telephone systems up
to date? Do we have digital switching?
Do we have an adequate amount of
fiber optics? Because if we do not, it
will be no different than if we do not
have highways and we do not have rail
and we do not have air service. E-com-
merce is where the future is.

One of the issues is equity in edu-
cation. Rural school districts have his-
torically been underfunded in compari-
son to urban and suburban districts.
Suburban America has a strong tax
base and can afford a good educational
system. Urban America has some of the
similar problems of rural. We have al-
ways subsidized them. But we have not
subsidized rural education in the same
manner that we have subsidized urban
education. So rural education has had
to take a back seat. Not all of the op-
portunities that are needed for our
young people are there.

One of the issues facing this country
and rural America is, do we have ade-
quate access to technical education.
My answer is no. The jobs that are out
there today, many of them are high-
tech jobs, many of them are mid-tech
jobs. But we need an education that is
a blend of academic and technology.

America is not prepared in my view,
and rural America very much so, not
prepared for the jobs of tomorrow, not
prepared for the jobs of today. We are
not adequately training the workforce.
What is going to happen if we do not
prepare this technical workforce, we
are going to export another level of
manufacturing that we should not lose
and we do not need to lose if we do not
prepare the workforce for the manufac-
turing companies.

The manufacturing companies that
are still processing and manufacturing
in America today are very high-tech.
There is a computer and a robot
hooked together all the way down the
line. It is a very high-tech manufac-
turing, and it takes a worker far more
than was needed in the past when one
just needed a willing worker. One needs
a person today that is trained.

ELIMINATION ON BAN ON IMPORT-
ING TO UNITED STATES IRANIAN
CAVIAR, CARPETS, AND PIS-
TACHIOS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the House for this opportunity, because
I was not on the list to address the
House today and did not expect to do
so. My remarks may be intemperate
because | come here in anger. | speak
here not with any prepared text, but
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from a few roughly thrown together
notes. | know those who prepare the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD like a prepared
text to follow afterwards, but they
will, unfortunately, have to rely upon
our outstanding court reporter.

Mr. Speaker, 20 minutes ago, | be-
came aware of a horrifying news re-
port, a report that filled me with anger
at a proposed administration policy, a
policy that may be taken by an admin-
istration that | have supported time
and time again with my vote and with

my voice.
Today, news reports indicate that
this Friday the State Department

plans to announce an elimination on
the ban on importing to the United
States of Iranian caviar, carpets, and
pistachios. We will be told that these
three exports are insignificant to a Na-
tion with so much oil. But Iran is able
to export its oil on the world market
and obtain the world price. Nothing
America does influences that price or
the total demand for Iranian oil.
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In contrast, Iran stands to benefit
substantially if its three major non-en-
ergy exports are allowed into the
United States. Nothing we do could
have a greater impact in the area of
importing goods from Iran than to
allow carpets, pistachios, and caviar
into our markets.

Mr. Speaker, do we really need Ira-
nian caviar? The Russian caviar some-
how does not satisfy the palates of the
most discriminating? | do not think so.
I think the greater thirst, the greater
craving than for Iranian caviar is the
thirst, the craving in the State Depart-
ment to make concessions of a tangible
nature to Iran before we get more than
the first wisp of improved lIranian be-
havior.

Mr. Speaker, about a year ago, 13
Jews were arrested in Shiraz, Iran; and
they were charged with espionage for
the United States. Ten of those 13 re-
main in prison. All 13 go to trial next
month. All of them face the death pen-
alty. Why would America liberalize our
export rules while these 13 face the
death penalty for allegedly spying for
us?

Mr. Speaker, since the Iranian revo-
lution, 17 members of the Jewish com-
munity have been executed at roughly
the rate of one per year in a constant
and bloody effort at community repres-
sion, and yet our State Department
wants to let in the caviar, the carpets.
Mr. Speaker, that caviar will not taste
good. There is blood in the caviar; the
carpets wrap human bodies. And we
have got to stand firm for once.

Mr. Speaker, the Vice President of
the United States has said that Iran’s
treatment of the 13 Jews held in Shiraz
would be a test for the lranian govern-
ment. But what test proctor is so
wimpish as to award an A to the stu-
dent before that student even turns in
a paper? The test is still outstanding.
Can lIran stop its repression of the old-
est Jewish community outside of
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Israel? Can they let go of the desire of
some of the hard-liners in Iran to op-
press this small remaining community
of 30,000 people?

Mr. Speaker, we have to understand
how stupid and outrageous these espio-
nage charges are. Here in the United
States we are a multiethnic society.
Anyone can grow up to be a spy. We
can have Jewish-American spies, Chi-
nese-American spies, or English-Amer-
ican spies, because everyone partici-
pates in our society. In Iran, no Jew is
allowed anywhere near anything of
strategic significance, and America
would not be the world’s only super-
power if we made a practice of hiring
as our spies those in a small commu-
nity prohibited from getting anywhere
close to any of the information we
might find significant.

Mr. Speaker, these 13 are not held
out of a genuine belief that they might
be guilty of espionage, but rather as an
effort to torture a community and per-
haps execute 13 of its members.

Mr. Speaker, there is blood in the
caviar, bodies have been wrapped in the
carpets, and it is time for America to
say no until the 13 Jews of Shiraz are
liberated and until the Iranian govern-
ment takes other important actions as
well.

TIMELY TOPICS FOR A NIGHT-SIDE
CHAT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is time
for another night-side chat. | look for-
ward to visiting with my colleagues in
the next few minutes. There are a num-
ber of topics | would like to cover this
evening, but first and foremost | have
just listened to the gentleman from
California (Mr. SHERMAN) and his
points on caviar from Iran. The gentle-
man’s comments were excellent, and
they were right on point.

It is amazing how the administra-
tion, in my opinion, is dealing with the
oil situation that we have got, the high
gasoline prices that all of our constitu-
ents pay out there, yet this week they
are going to lift the restraints and
allow Iran, which is a member of
OPEC, to go ahead and trade these
products in our country. When we con-
sider even further what the gentleman
from California (Mr. SHERMAN) has said
in regards to the terrorist acts and the
problems that we have had with the
country of Iran, it makes it even more
astonishing that the administration
would lift those trade restraints and
allow Iran to come in here and trade as
if they are our neighbors in our neigh-
borhood. It does not make sense.

I had to put my two bits in on that
because | think it is important and be-
cause | want to talk a little this
evening about gasoline prices. It has
hit all of us across this country.
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I also want to talk about my case of
the week. As many of my colleagues
know, | used to be a police officer; and
I like to highlight some of the more ab-
surd cases | read about in our national
press. This week’s case comes out of
the State of Colorado, my home State.

I want to talk a little about law en-
forcement and our drug enforcement in
the State of Colorado. We have a lot of
good hard-working law enforcement of-
ficers in Colorado.

And then, finally, colleagues, | want-
ed to talk about probably the most im-
portant topic of this evening: guns.
Guns. A little controversy later on in
the discussion, so | hope my colleagues
will stay around because | want to talk
about guns and what kind of situation
we have got with guns. | want to talk
about gun squads. | want to talk about
guns, and | think at the conclusion of
those remarks, my colleagues will
walk out of this Chamber supporting
what we are doing in the State of Colo-
rado in regards to guns.

Let us start at the top. Let us start
talking about gasoline prices. We all
know what is happening at the pump.
And, by the way, | have heard a few
news commentators say, gosh, we have
nothing to complain about, look at the
gas prices in Europe. Well, let me just
say that we should not compare the gas
prices in Europe with the gas price in
the United States because the gas price
in Europe is not comprised of extra
cost of production; it is taxes. It is
extra taxes in Europe.

I do not think we in this country
ought to sit idly buy and say we ought
to raise our price of gasoline, just like
the Europeans do, which means we are
going to put a substantial tax increase
on our gas prices. | think our country
has every reason to object to the high
prices of gasoline as we now see it. Our
entire economy is dependent upon fuel
and oil.

Now, sure, we would like to lessen
that dependence in the future. In fact,
during the oil crisis in the 1970s we had
a very aggressive drive to reduce our
dependence on oil; but in fact we in-
creased our dependence on oil, to the
extent that we are much more depend-
ent today on foreign oil than we were
after the crisis in the 1970s, when we
said we were going to be less depend-
ent. A number of different factors
played into that.

Now, it is very easy to condemn oil.
I deal with a number of people that are
anti-oil. They think it is all big cor-
porations, or they think this country
has deserves what it gets in regards to
oil. Well, if we really take a look at
how fundamental it is, in fact there is
not in this great room of ours, nothing,
whether it is the furniture, whether it
is the vehicles we use to get here, the
electricity that lights the facility or
powers this microphone or works TV
cameras, all of this is very dependent
upon this fuel. If we did not have this
fuel, if the price gets out of hand, we
will have an economic crisis. And when
we have an economic crisis, that means
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we cannot do a lot of things that we
think are good in our society, things
like helping other countries, things
like helping our own people, things
like providing a strong military de-
fense, things like providing health
care, Medicare, Social Security. All of
that is very dependent on a healthy
economy.

And when we look at our economy,
the foundation of our economy, we
have several pillars. One is good peo-
ple. We have good people in this coun-
try. We have efficiency. We have econo-
mies of scale in this country. We have
expertise. We have education. But
amongst those pillars is oil, and we
have to have decently priced oil. It is
essential for us.

Now, | want to point out that | have
a disagreement with the Vice Presi-
dent’s policy, as | take it, on oil. The
Vice President’s policy has been stated
in a book that he wrote in 1992. Raise
the taxes. My disagreement with the
Vice President’s policy and the admin-
istration’s policy is that they should
not be raising taxes on fuel. We are
trying to get the gasoline price down,
not take the gasoline price up. We can-
not just continue to layer tax after tax
after tax on the American people.

I should point out again my disagree-
ment with the Vice President. That
was the tie-breaking vote in 1994, when
the gasoline taxes were raised 4.3 cents
per gallon. That may not sound like a
lot, until we think about one of these
poor working people that has to go to
work every day who are pulling into a
gas pump. They did not see a raise at
work, and they are not seeing any
more efficiencies. All they are seeing is
they have to reach down deeper and
deeper into their pocket and pull out
more and more money at the gas pump.
Then there are people in Washington,
D.C. that think it is a good idea to
have policies that say we ought to
raise taxes more on gasoline. Those
policies and the policies of that admin-
istration are wrong. We should not be
doing that. We have to worry about
this economy.

Now, what can we do? We can all
complain about gasoline prices and
OPEC, and | can tell my colleagues
that | have had experience with gaso-
line prices in Colorado. My district is
the 3rd District of the State of Colo-
rado. It is all the Rocky Mountains; al-
most all of the mountains in Colorado,
and we have experienced high gasoline
prices out there. Nothing like we are
seeing today, but we have experienced
those kind of prices.

But today’s price is being driven by a
cartel. We do not allow cartels in this
country. It is a monopoly. We do not
allow that. We have antitrust legisla-
tion in this country, so we do not have
cartels that stick it to the people.

Now, some people say, well, it is the
market. Let the market work. Well, let
the market, if the market works in a
true market form. I am a firm believer
in Adam Smith. | am a strong believer
in the philosophy of Adam Smith and
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capitalism and the market. But it is an
unfair advantage in the market if we
let a cartel go in. The cartel is not a
concept of the market, and that is
what is happening to your gasoline
prices.

People say why is the price going up?
Well, part of it is the policy of the ad-
ministration, in my opinion, that |
have stated my disagreement with. But
the strongest push upward, the more
immediate push upward that we have
seen in the last few weeks is as a direct
result of this cartel called OPEC.

Okay, well let us talk about the bat-
tle we are involved in. We have OPEC
over here. It is a cartel. And as my col-
league, the gentleman from California
(Mr. SHERMAN), said, Iran is a member
of OPEC. We have a number of different
countries, Algeria, Nigeria, Indonesia,
Saudi Arabia, Kuwait. These countries
all belong to this good old boy club.
Now, surely some of us have heard, es-
pecially being in politics in an election
year, we have to get rid of the good old
boy club. There is not a better more
definite example of the good old boy
club than the cartel and OPEC. They
are putting a noose around us and keep
tightening the noose.

Well, does this country deserve to
have a noose put around us? Let us
take a look at some of the OPEC mem-
bers. Kuwait, for example. Maybe we
should dial up Kuwait on the tele-
phone: Hey, Kuwait, how long is your
memory? Was it not America that gave
you your country back about 9 years
ago? Was it not America that lost 50 or
so soldiers giving you back your coun-
try? Was it not America that rebuilt
your country? And this is how you ex-
press gratitude; you go into this cartel
and say stick it to the Americans?

By the way, Saudi Arabia and Nige-
ria, and all these other countries of
OPEC, whose expertise do you think
you are using for the mechanical as-
pects of taking that oil out of the
ground, of transporting that oil, of
marketing that oil?

We have had a good friendship over
the years with many of those OPEC
countries. It would be a shame if that
friendship is allowed to be diluted by
greed, which is the only bottom line
when dealing with a cartel. Greed is
the only bottom line that a cartel re-
sults in. It is the only result one gets
with a cartel. It brings greed. And
there are a lot of victims sacrificed as
a result of greed.

What is my proposal? | think the
President, and | have heard the com-
ments of the administration, and |
refer to the administration’s policy, |
am not referring to the President or
Vice President personally, as my col-
leagues know, but the President and
the Vice President’s policies of saying
we should not tamper with it, it is the
market, let the market deal with this,
is wrong. A cartel is not part of the
market. And if the administration is
going to consider it part of the market,
then let us play by market rules, which
means let us get in there and tussle a
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little. Let us get in that market and
say, all right, if OPEC wants to charge
us 20 some bucks or 25 bucks a barrel
for oil, we are going to start taxing
American products that go over to
make it possible for them to produce
that oil.
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Now, starting tomorrow, if they want
drill bits out of the United States to
drill down, maybe we ought to charge
them an extra premium to help us off-
set the fuel costs we are being dealt
with.

They want to transport? If they are
using any kind of American expertise
or American personnel, maybe we
ought to have a special little assess-
ment, we will not call it a tax, an as-
sessment to make it a little softer ap-
proach, lets call it an assessment. We
are going to put an assessment on
OPEC.

Two people can play this game. If
OPEC wants to come in with a cartel
to the free world and you want to put
a stranglehold on us, it goes two ways.
They are not totally independent of the
United States. In fact, | say to OPEC
and any number of those countries, not
only was Kuwait dependent on the
United States to free their country and
give it back to them, all of those coun-
tries over there, without exception, all
of them are dependent upon American
expertise for their own economies.

Maybe we ought to play a little tit
for tat, as they say. That is what they
do in the market; they get competition
out there. Let us compete. Let us not
just say, well, the competition has put
together this cartel so we will just let
things kind of wander as they might,
as we hear from the Vice President’s
administration.

Let us get out there and let us get in
the ring with them. Let us take a look
at foreign aid. Last year four coun-
tries, Algeria, Nigeria, Indonesia, and
Venezuela, $165 million in aid, $165 mil-
lion in aid to those four OPEC coun-
tries, foreign aid from the United
States.

When our budget comes up this year,
maybe we ought to take a look at the
OPEC countries that we have in our
budget that we are giving money to to
help with their problems under our for-
eign aid program; and maybe we ought
to remember what they are doing to us,
to the American citizens, to the hard
working people that have to get to
work every day, turn on their lights,
feed a family, maybe we ought to re-
member what they are doing to us
when we do our foreign aid bill this
year. | think it is important.

I think these gasoline prices will
have a negative impact on our econ-
omy. It is nothing to laugh at. It is not
something, as the administration says,
well, we will just kind of let it go, you
know, let the market take place.

If we had a true market form the way
that Adam Smith talked about a true
market, we would not have a cartel out
there, competition would be allowed to
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thrive, and we would not have this
kind of situation occurring.

The administration has got to recog-
nize they do not have an Adam Smith
type of playing field out there, they
have got a cartel. And that is what is
jacking up the price to the American
people. The American people deserve
an aggressive behavior out of its Na-
tion’s capital before our economy be-
gins to crumble as a result of these oil
prices.

And we have got the leverage to do
it. It is not like we are totally dis-
armed in this battle. We have got lots
of leverage. That foreign aid is just one
small part of it. American expertise is
a big part of it. What we do for those
countries is a big part of the leverage
we have. We ought to put it all on the
table. They laid out their cards. They
got together and decided which cards
were best to play poker with. And so,
instead of playing poker with each one
of them, they all got together and put
their cards and are coming up with the
best hand.

Well, they do not have all the lever-
age. We have got some leverage. | urge
my colleagues, let us get aggressive.
Let us not sit back and take it. Let us
get aggressive on this. We have got le-
verage, and let us use it.

CASE OF THE WEEK

I am going to change horses here for
a minute. | want to talk about my
crazy case of the week. First a little of
my background.

As | said before, | used to be a police
officer. And you cannot ever get that
out of your blood. By the way, | want
to say to my colleagues, of course, | am
from Colorado. | was a police officer in
Colorado. | have got a number of good
colleagues out there who still are on
the force. And just a message to all law
enforcement across the country, my
constituents’ colleagues, they have got
our full support. We love good cops. We
do not like bad cops, but we love good
cops. And they deserve the kind of
credibility that they have.

In most communities, | guess |
should take that back, in every com-
munity, overall there is strong respect
and admiration for our police officers.

Let me tell my colleagues about a
case that | read about in the Denver
Post. | will cite the article. Denver
Post, March 11. That was last Satur-
day. This case involves a defendant
who is accused of murder.

This defendant went out and alleg-
edly, and everything | say this evening
is allegedly, although the evidence, in
my opinion, proves it up, but the deci-
sion has not yet been made, so it is all
allegedly, let us take that into consid-
eration, this defendant allegedly goes
out with one of his buddies and decides
that they want to go ahead and rape a
woman. And, of course, if you rape
them, you better murder her, too.

So they go out and hit a jogger with
their car. They hit a jogger with the
car. The jogger falls, gets cut up and
things. And this defendant jumps out
and says how apologetic he is that he
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hit her with his car and he offers to
take her to the hospital. Good Samari-
tan, | am sorry | hit with you with my
car. Let me take you to the hospital.

The smartest thing that woman ever
did was say, no, | will get my own help.
| do not need your help. I am not going
to let you take me to the hospital.

So that victim did not work out. So
then they go on down and they find an-
other victim, a 23-year-old young
woman. They take her. They rape her.
They beat her. They abuse her. They
torture her. Then they murder her.

Well, let me tell my colleagues what
the defense is saying. Now, | have got
to tell my colleagues, in fair disclo-
sure, | did used to be a cop. | am biased
toward the prosecution side. | used to
be an attorney. | practiced law. | could
not practice defense law. | mean, |
know that they are entitled to a de-
fense, but, as an attorney, | chose not
to do defense law because | just could
not find myself defending somebody
whom the facts made very clear were
guilty.

But that is an aside. An attorney has
an obligation to defend its client. | just
could not do that kind of work. But |
do disclose to all of my colleagues, |
have a bent towards the prosecution.
But these are facts out of the news-
paper. This is not the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS) coming up with
an idea. These are facts out of the
newspaper.

So they go and rape this person. The
defense puts on their case. And guess
what the defense says? Oh, the defend-
ant, this guy that did this, he thought
he was the victim. He thought in his
mind, and this is true, this is what the
psychiatrist testifies to, that in his
mind he thought he was being raped. In
his mind, he thought she, the true vic-
tim, the murder victim, he thought she
was causing infidelity in his marriage
and he just did not really know what
he was doing when he killed her be-
cause he thought he was the victim and
he was trying to push her away from
raping him and from causing an extra-
marital affair in his marriage. It is in-
credible.

Dr. Riyana Rogers, a forensic psy-
chiatrist who currently works as a pro-
fessor at the University of California in
San Francisco, let me tell my col-
leagues something, | hope | get the op-
portunity some day to meet her or that
my colleagues get an opportunity to
ask her about this defense.

Come on, folks. Can you really think
that a mental illness will allow a de-
fendant, who earlier in the day, by the
way, earlier in the day very methodi-
cally tried to get a woman in his car.
He hit her with his car. By the way, |
should also add this fact: A year earlier
they had a witness testify that he
dreamed or had a fantasy of going out
and grabbing a woman and raping her.
He said he wanted to rape a girl and
kill her and make her boyfriend watch,
according to videotaped testimony.

And yet, this psychiatrist comes to
the common people of America and
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says, look, I am sorry that the victim
got raped. I am sorry that the woman
got raped. I am sorry that the woman
was abused. | am sorry that the woman
was tortured. | am sorry that the
woman was Killed. But, you know, in
this case the real victim was this guy.
I know he is the one that killed her.
Yeah, he killed her. But he is the vic-
tim. He thought he was getting raped.
He thought she was disrobing him. He
thought he was being tortured. He
thought it was his marriage that would
suffer as a result of this situation. So
he called upon himself to justify it.

Well, | am telling my colleagues, it
makes me sick. Now, the jury is still
out on this. | hope the jury does not
buy it. If the jury buys it, | can tell my
colleagues this will be one of the sad-
dest chapters in American defense law
in the history of this country. | said
‘‘defense,”” not prosecution, ‘‘defense.”
Because it does a disfavor to your in-
dustry to their profession, and | used to
be an attorney, it does a disfavor to
their profession if somebody is going to
get off the hook by claiming that, in
fact, they were the victim of the rape,
they were the victim and blame it on
the sweet child of 23 who never saw an-
other day.

That is the case of the week.
LAW ENFORCEMENT

Next, | want to visit for a minute
about law enforcement. | want to
thank especially the Intensity Drug
Trafficking Area.

Senator CAMPBELL and | worked very
intensely, as maybe my colleagues
know, on the appropriations bill. We
put appropriations in starting about 3
years ago. We have got it in every year
since. Senator CAMPBELL, on the Sen-
ate side, has done a tremendous job for
this, | on the House side. And it is the
Intensity Drug Trafficking Area. We
have Garfield, Eagle, Rio Blanco Coun-
ties are participating on a tri-county
team, along with the communities in
there.

For example, my good friend Terry
Wilson, the chief of police of the Glen-
wood Springs Police Department, |
used to be on that department, |
worked with the gentleman, he is doing
a great job. And | want my colleagues
to know here, this is a good program.

What we have done is we have fo-
cused in on high drug trafficking cor-
ridors. We have given local money. We
have not come in and said, we know
better. The Federal Government has
not sent in a bunch of agents and said,
we know how to tell local law enforce-
ment to do their job.

What we have done is made available
expertise and put money into those
communities so that those commu-
nities can go out onto their highways,
into their counties, into their cities on
these corridors and intercede that drug
trafficking. And it has been a great
success. | want to acknowledge that
success this evening.
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AMERICA WANTS SOLUTION TO GUN PROBLEM

Now | want to talk about guns. We
have seen a lot of tragedy in this coun-
try. We have seen a lot of debate. Un-
fortunately, a lot of it is being moti-
vated by politics. But we have seen a
lot of debates on guns in this country.
And there has been opportunities for
exaggerations on both sides of this de-
bate on guns.

There is a problem out there. Now, a
lot of people will go with the satisfac-
tion of just having the debate itself so
they think they can score political
points. But the core of America, the
core of America, wants a solution to
this problem. They want us to work
out something that makes sense that
will work.

O 2015

| think there are a number of people
across this country that have come up
with an answer that does work. | think
it is being completely ignored, most
specifically by the national media. |
must say that in Colorado, the local
media has done strong justification to
the program that | am going to talk
about.

Let me give a little brief history of
the program that | want to visit about,
but first of all let us talk a little more,
very briefly, about this gun issue. My
position has always been, as a Con-
gressman and as a State representative
for years before that, that it is the mis-
use of the weapon that we must focus
on. Putting all your attention on pos-
session of the weapon it is a distrac-
tion. It is not the possession of the
weapon that creates the problem. It is
the misuse of that weapon that creates
the bigger problem, in my opinion.

How do you deal with misuse?

Now, this sounds simple. It is so sim-
ple, you are going to say, right, get on
to the next point; but the fact is when
you have misuse you have to go after
it. You cannot have misuse of a weap-
on, misuse of a gun, and ignore it, be-
cause the misuse will only grow
unproportionately. You have to go
after the misuse. That is a simple rule,
rule number one, go after the misuse.

Number two, what do you do about
the misuse? How do you go after it?
Well, I am going to go through a
project that | think is very effective in
going after it, but there are other
things. This project incorporates all of
them. One, be quick, swift. If you see
misuse, if you see misbehavior, move
quickly to stop it. You must intercede
quickly. Delay of time works against
you. You must intercede quickly. You
must intercede with significant force. |
don’t mean you call in the Army. | am
just saying that you have to be able to
reach out there and grab that misuse
and stop it.

So, one, you have to go after it; two,
you have to do it quickly; and, three,
you have to have significant ability to
stop it, to enforce it. It is very much
like touching a hot burner.

That is an experience that all of us
have had at some point in our early
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years. The elements of touching a hot
burner are contained within this
project that | am going to go through
with you, but I think it is the answer.
Instead of talking about, well, we
should have this and we should have
more laws on the books here and more
laws on the books there, let me say po-
litically it sounds great, but it is a dis-
traction. It is going after possession.

Let us go after misuse and let us
compare it to a burner, a hot burner. A
hot burner is very, very dangerous. A
gun misused is very, very dangerous. A
car driven at a high speed or misused is
very, very dangerous. You must have
consequences if you are going to stop
that misuse.

Well, take a look at a hot burner.
First of all, there is a warning. Now,
the first time you touch it, you prob-
ably did not know the difference when
you were very, very small, between a
red hot burner and a burner that was
just black, it was not red in its color.
So you walk up to a burner and it is
red. Well, after the first time that sig-
nal alone will send little signals to
your brain, trouble ahead, trouble
ahead, there is a hot burner; do not
touch that burner.

The first time that signal did not go
up because it was not implanted. The
impression was not made on your mind
what a red burner meant. We are going
to place impressions on minds with
this project. We are going to take care
of that. We want people to see the red
burner.

The second thing you did when you
did not recognize that the red burner
was a signal that there is danger is you
approached it; and as you approached
it, you began to feel heat. The heat was
of little consequence because you did
not really know what it meant. You
knew it meant heat as a small child. So
you kept going to the burner and you
touched it.

What happened when you touched
that burner? There were immediate im-
pressions made on your mind. Ouch,
ouch, it hurt. The response was imme-
diate, the consequence was immediate,
and the impression on your mind lasted
you for the rest of your life: do not
ever touch a red hot burner.

Today | want to talk a little about
Project Exile. That is the red hot burn-
er. We want people out there to know,
Mr. Speaker, that it is red hot; and if
you touch it, it is going to burn and
the consequences are going to be severe
because we want to create an impres-
sion in your mind that the misuse or
the illegal use of weapons or guns in
this country will not be tolerated; zero
tolerance.

It does not require new laws, by the
way, no new laws, no new gun laws,
none of this stuff. Put all the political
argument aside. By the way, this
project is supported non-partisanly. |
will talk later about my friend Ken
Salazar in the State of Colorado, the
attorney general; a little later about
Tom Strickland and all of the attor-
neys general who work for him who
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have done a tremendous job, the same
thing with the Colorado State attorney
generals there, attorneys there who
have done a good job. We have a lot of
Republicans in there. Wayne LaPierre,
head of the NRA, is involved in this,
our governor, of course, in the State of
Colorado, Bill Owens, a tremendous
leader for the State of Colorado. He is
involved in it. It is bipartisan.

Let me begin by starting with a little
brief history on where it started. It ac-
tually started in the East, in Virginia.
Now, you are talking to ScoTT
MCINNIS. It takes me a lot to credit
something beginning in the East. | am
strong on the West, but this one start-
ed in the East. It started in Richmond,
Virginia.

What happened in 1997 is Richmond
suffered from the second highest per-
capita murder rate in the country, sec-
ond highest rate in the country. So
they decided to put together a project
they called Project Exile; and in 1998,
as a result of this project, the city’s
homicides were cut by 33 percent, the
lowest they had had since 1987, all as a
result of Project Exile.

Project Exile, what is it? What does
it mean? It is a Federal, State, and
local effort. It is not just a Federal ef-
fort. The Feds are not coming into
your State, into your community, into
your county telling you what to do.
They are working a partnership. This
is a partnership. The Feds, they are a
partnership with the State; and they
are a partnership with the local gov-
ernment.

The effort in Colorado, as it was in
Virginia, was led by the United States
Attorney General’s office. Those are
the ones who prosecute, from a Federal
level, gun crimes. Where do we come up
with the name “‘exile”’? What we want-
ed, and | say ‘“‘we,” | wanted a part of
it, | just think it is a wonderful pro-
gram and that is why | am promoting
it; but the reason the word “exile”
came is if you violate a gun law, if you
misuse that weapon, and violate that
gun law, you are going to be exiled to
prison, exiled to prison. Thus, the
name Project Exile; Colorado Project
Exile.

In this particular case in the history,
it started in Virginia, but this is what
many of our billboards in Colorado are
going to look like, just exactly like
this, pack an illegal gun, i.e., misuse,
misuse, abuse of the law, touch the
burner, pack your bags for prison; and
then report illegal guns, we give a 1-800
number. It have been so successful this
Project Exile in Virginia that it has
been implemented in Boston, it has
been implemented in New Orleans, in
Rochester, in Birmingham, in Balti-
more and many other cities across the
country, and now we in Colorado have
adopted this and | urge my colleagues
on the House floor, take a look at it for
their own State.

Look, there is a lot of rhetoric going
on out there about these guns, and
there have been some tragedies. There
have always been tragedies with guns,
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misuse of guns; but put all the rhetoric
aside. I have seen some rhetoric over
the weekend, and most of it seems to
focus on possession. We have the laws
in place. We have a lot of gun laws in
this country, and a lot of those laws
are good laws. They make sense. For
example, you cannot have an auto-
matic machine gun. It makes sense.

We have a lot of laws that make
sense. You cannot misuse a gun, you
cannot use a gun in a robbery, in this
and that. It makes sense. Let us use
them. Let us let people know that we
mean business when we talk about gun
laws.

Well, Colorado Project Exile had a
press conference last week. The NRA
was there. | know some of you every
time you mention the NRA your hair
bristles. Other people stand up and
clap. That was one side that was there.

The U.S. Attorney’s Office was there.
The Colorado attorney general, who is
a Democrat, Ken Salazar; and | applaud
my colleague who does a darn good job
in Colorado, he was there. MARK, my
colleague here on the House floor,
MARK was there; Tom Strickland, U.S.
attorney, State of Colorado, he was
there and his staff was there. By the
way, a lot of Ken’s staff was there. Of
course, the governor led off on this
thing. Bill Owens has done a tremen-
dous job for us.

The sheriff’s department was there.
Police departments were there. The
Colorado state patrol was there. Lee
White, an individual in Colorado who
has put a lot of effort in helping us
raise money, they have gone out and
raised money to take this campaign to
the people; go out to the people and
tell them, the burner is hot. It is red
hot. If you touch it, you will be exiled
into pain. In this particular case you
are going to be exiled into prison.

Well, the project has multiple as-
pects to it; but the goal of the project
is this, this is our goal in Project Exile:
raise the stakes. You break a gun law
in Colorado, we are raising the stakes.
The citizens of Colorado are going to
raise the stakes at the poker table. No
longer are we just going to talk about
issues like possession. We are going to
raise the stakes, and we are going to
look at the laws we have. We are going
to make it very painful for you to vio-
late gun laws in the State of Colorado.
We want to make that burner hot. We
want to make it red hot. We want it
very clear that if you violate Federal
or State gun laws you will go to prison.

One of the ways that we are going to
do it is we are getting a message out
there. We really have three compo-
nents to it. Remember at the beginning
of my comments, Mr. Speaker, | talked
about the gun squads. Gun squads, you
said? What is he doing on the House
floor talking about gun squads? Sounds
like some kind of gun fanatic out
there. No. We have a new gun squad,
just like the vice squad. Vice squad
goes after things, the drug squad goes
after things, the traffic squad goes
after things. Well, now the gun squad.
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Remember everything I am telling
you about was supported by everybody
from the NRA clear over to the State
patrol, the city police, Democrats, Re-
publicans. We are going to have a gun
squad, and they are going to be looking
for people violating those gun laws. If
you are packing an illegal gun, if you
are breaking a law like that, you are
going to pay the consequences, so be
ready. It is fair game; you are fair
game. We have to let those constitu-
ents out there who think they are
going to get away with violating those
laws, who think we are going to ignore
the fact that we have lots of laws on
the books, we are going to let them
know we mean business. That burner
will be hot.

So our gun squad will consist of a co-
operative effort from our partnership
with the Federal, the State and the
local, to go out and coordinate our gun
laws. For example, | will give you an
example, every police officer in the
State of Colorado will be given this
placard. Now, this placard has the gun
laws.

You are saying, Scott, why do you
give this placard on gun laws to the
State Patrol, for example, or to the
Grand Junction Police Department or
people like that? Why do you give them
this placard?

This is not State gun law. This is a
quick summary of Federal gun laws.
Every police officer will have this; and
they will be able to, when they make a
stop or when they come into a situa-
tion, they will be able to very quickly
figure out if there is a gun law, Federal
gun law, violation that has taken
place.

Remember, they already know their
city ordinances, city laws. They know
the State laws, but really they do not
have right at their hand, right in their
palm, the Federal gun laws. Now they
will have it, and they will be able to
immediately know if we have a situa-
tion that the gun squad ought to look
at. Our effort is to coordinate the gun
laws at the local level, the gun laws at
the State level, and the gun laws at the
Federal level so that we can come up
with the maximum temperature on
that burner so that the person who
continues to misbehave in our society
and causes us a lot of grief, | mean talk
about the challenge to the second
amendment; | am a strong supporter of
the second amendment. You talk about
a challenge to the second amendment,
it is these people out there that are
breaking the laws that make other peo-
ple in our society think that it is the
second amendment that is the cause.

0 2030

The cause is that our coordination
has not taken place. We are not mak-
ing that burner hot enough. We are not
making it hot enough for those people
that violate the laws.

Well, secondly, of course, the second
thing goes along on the enforcement. |
have told you this, those officers will
have this. We are doing lots of edu-
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cational seminars in Colorado. We have
citizens in Colorado, not just cops, not
just lawmakers, and | have many,
many good colleagues in the State
house and State Senate in Colorado
that support this. We are getting com-
mon people out there to go out and
raise money to help us make the pub-
lic, and, in this particular case, the law
enforcement agencies, aware that,
number one, we are behind you. You
men and women out there have got a
tough job on the street. You need to
know that we are going to stand behind
you, and we are going to stand behind
you on this one. We are there. We are
there with you.

Two, we are going to make informa-
tion accessible to you.

Three, once you go through this ef-
fort, we are going to follow through
with the prosecution side of it. We are
going to go after this.

The third element we need to talk
about is public awareness. This is not
just a fancy poster to bring on to the
House floor. This is a duplicate copy of
what our billboards and what our ad-
vertising program is going to be like in
the State of Colorado.

Now, | say ““ours.” It is ours. It is the
people of the State of Colorado. In fact,
it is the people of the United States of
America focusing in Colorado, or in
Baltimore, or in West Virginia. It is
your taxpayer dollars in the U.S. At-
torney’s Office.

But in Colorado our project is going
to read Colorado, Project Exile. Re-
member what exile means. You violate
the law, you do the crime, you do the
time, except this time we are going to
do something. We are really doing it.
Pack an illegal gun, pack your bags for
prison, and a 1-800 number. I will talk
about that later.

Mr. Speaker, when | was in the state
legislature in the 1980s we decided we
were going to get tough on guns. We
decided we were going to get tough on
crime. We decided we were going to get
tough on judges who we did not think
were doing an adequate enough job of
being tough on these people.

We toughened up in Colorado. We
built prisons and we sent people to
prisons and our crime rate dropped like
a rock in water. Why? Because they
knew there were consequences. They
knew the punishment would be there
and they knew it would be fairly imme-
diate and it worked in Colorado.

Now, look, | have heard the age-old
argument, well, look, Scott Mclnnis in
Colorado has the wrong idea. Build
more schools and less prisons.

Mr. Speaker, that is comparing ap-
ples to oranges. Who does not want to
build more schools? Who does not sup-
port stronger education? But the finest
education system in the world in a so-
ciety that has it, and | happen to think
the United States, when you look at
the overall picture of education, |
think we have one of the finest systems
in the world, still has got people that
are going to misbehave.

The Catholic priesthood is one of the
finest callings man could go to, in my
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opinion. | am a Catholic. But if you are
Jewish, maybe a Rabbi, or whatever. It
is one of the finest callings you can go
to, but you have bad people. No matter
how well you educate a Catholic priest,
no matter how well you educate a
Rabbi, or no matter how well you edu-
cate your general population, you are
going to have some bad apples out
there, and some of these apples are ani-
mals, just like the fellow I mentioned
before, who declares he is the victim
because he raped a woman, murdered
her and tortured her. She was not the
victim; he was the victim. That guy
ought to be in prison. | do not care
what kind of school you build in Colo-
rado, you are not going to do much
with this guy.

Face the fact that a certain percent-
age of your population you are going to
have to deal, you are going to have to
consequences.

So that is what we are doing. We are
saying you are going to go to prison.
We are not going to go out and reha-
bilitate you, we are not going to go out
and doodle around and slap you on the
hand and tell you we are going to look
the other way, although in the past |
can tell you very few gun laws in the
State of Colorado in my opinion were
enforced. We looked the other way. Too
much hassle. ““It’s okay. Old Joe here
has got to use this weapon in a robbery
or something, let’s get him on a rob-

bery.”
Well, things have changed. Now,
tragedy, of course, has created this

change. Not just tragedy at Columbine,
we all know about that, but tragedy in
the other cases too, and it is time for
the whole Nation, every one of my col-
leagues sitting on this floor, to change,
not change, because | know you are
supportive, | do not know anybody that
is not, let us use the laws we have got.
Let us go after them.

Let us talk about the 1-800 number.
“Report illegal guns, 1-800-283-guns.”’
Where did that come from? Remember
the program, maybe you have seen it in
your neighborhood, | have got it in my
neighborhood, neighborhood watch, the
neighborhood watch program? Or crime
watchers, where you call in. You do not
have to give your name, and we put re-
wards out there?

We went out in law enforcement, |
used to be a cop, we went out there and
recognized, you know, we do not know
it all. We cannot do it all. We have got
to form a partnership. We need to form
a partnership with our citizens. We
need to reach out to our citizens and
ask them to help us. That is where
crime watchers came, that is where
neighborhood watch came about, and
that is exactly what is going to happen
with Colorado Project Exile. We are
asking for your help.

We are going to give you a 1-800 num-
ber. If you know somebody that is car-
rying an illegal weapon, you know
somebody that used a weapon in a
crime, you know somebody that has a
fully automatic weapon that is illegal,
call us, 1-800. No expense. No cost. You
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are helping yourself, you are helping
your society. Call us. We mean busi-
ness. You call us. Let us prove to you
we are not going to tolerate this kind
of behavior in society. We have got
some good solid laws on the books.

I want to remind everybody, the Na-
tional Rifle Association supports this.
This is not something that has got a
polarization going on out there. There
is a lot of polarization today. | just saw
it over the weekend. The President’s
policies are this, somebody else’s poli-
cies are this, the Vice President is de-
manding apologies.

Forget all of that rhetoric. Let us
talk about right here. This is it. This is
a policy that works. It is nonpartisan.
It reaches out and brings lots of part-
ners into our partnership, and our part-
nership is a strong partnership, as wit-
nessed by the number of people that
were at that press conference last week
in Colorado announcing the kickoff.

Now, has it made a difference? You
bet it has.

Remember, the press conference was
last week, the statewide effort. Tom
Strickland, the U.S. Attorney in the
State of Colorado, actually initiated
this in October of last year.

Let me tell you, first of all, has it
been accepted by the public in Colo-
rado? | have talked to you about how
all the leaders have come together in a
non-polarized partnership and formed a
team. But have the people who we
work for, have they accepted it?

The answer in Colorado is yes. The
media has accepted it. Denver Post,
Denver Rocky Mountain News, Colo-
rado Springs Gazette, Grand Junction
Daily Sentinel, Boulder Daily Camera,
I could go on and on. This has strong
support in Colorado.

In 1998, let me give you a few exam-
ples, these are some statistics. Primary
charge, weapons used to facilitate drug
trafficking. In 1998, eight people were
charged. In 1999, 36 were charged.
Project Exile was only in effect for 3
months.

Another startling statistic. A felon
in possession of a gun, in 1998, 17 peo-
ple, in Colorado, we have 3 million peo-
ple, we got a lot of felons. Colorado is
a great State, do not get me every
wrong, but every State has felons out
there, too many felons, and we know
those felons, we know more than 17 fel-
ons had guns in their possession.

Well, now we are going to know a lot
more, because we are getting participa-
tion from the community and from the
law enforcement agencies and from the
prosecutors and from the Federal Gov-
ernment with its assistance. Now we
know we are going to find out a lot
more about these felons. That number
jumped by 30 percent, by 30 percent,
and we were only in effect for 3
months.

We have a number of others. But let
me just give you an idea. Here are
some crimes in Colorado that recently
charges have been filed under Oper-
ation Project Exile. In my opinion and
in the expert opinion of the U.S. Attor-
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ney’s Office and other people who real-
ly are in the field hands-on, these
charges would not have been filed in
Colorado, would not have been filed in
Colorado, had it not been for our team
effort on Colorado Project Exile.

What are they? | will give you an ex-
ample. Delivery of a firearm to a com-
mon carrier without notice. Illegal ex-
portation of guns via commercial air-
liners to Honduras. They were export-
ing illegal weapons to Honduras. Had
this project not been in effect starting
in October of last year, our guess is
charges would never have been filed
under this law.

Possession of two sawed-off shotguns.
We know sawed-off shotguns are ille-
gal. It has been a long time since there
were charges filed. Project Exile, we
are filing charges. We filed them.

Possession of a firearm by a prohib-
ited person, possessed an Uzi and a
sawed-off shotgun and had domestic vi-
olence convictions and attempted third
degree assault charges. All of those
were wrapped up under Colorado
Project Exile. Our belief is that most of
those charges would not have been
filed, had we not decided to take an ag-
gressive, very aggressive, stance on the
existing gun laws.

Drug user, addict in possession of a
firearm, marijuana and
methamphetamines, while possessing
explosive devices and possession of un-
registered firearms, destructive de-
vices. In the past we think that it was
too complicated or the coordination
was not right or the team was not in
place. We think in this particular case
those charges would have been over-
looked. Not under Colorado Project
Exile.

Possession of a firearm by a prohib-
ited person. Possessed a 9 millimeter
semiautomatic assault weapon and had
a misdemeanor domestic violence con-
viction. Another case, look the other
way. Not intentionally look the other
way, but the sophistication, the team-
work was not there, the commitment
to aggressively go after the laws that
already exist was not there. It is all
there now.

| stress to you, one of our biggest
partners are our constituents. This is
not isolated to the police department
or to the U.S. Attorney’s Office or to
Ken Salazar at the State Attorney
General Office or our Governor. This is
statewide.

Possession of a firearm by an illegal
alien. Federal firearm license, selling
to a non-resident of Colorado, failure
on the background check and selling to
a convicted felon.

So you can see, | have got page after
page after page of violations we think
will now be aggressively pursued
against the people who decide that
their misbehavior is something that so-
ciety is going to have to tolerate. Their
theory is, ‘“Hey, | do what | want to do.
If 1 want to carry around a sawed-off
shotgun or misuse a weapon, society is
going to have to adapt to my behav-
ior.” Well, we have got news for you.
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You are going to adapt to society’s be-
havior.

Let me say in conclusion, this
Project Exile is not an attack on the
Second Amendment. | am a strong be-
liever in that. In fact, | think it helps
us support the Second Amendment.
This Project Exile is not ignorance of
the problems we have out there of the
tragedy. In fact, | think it is going to
do a lot more to avert tragedies and to
get our hands on these tragedies that
are taking place than any of the rhet-
oric going on right now in the Nation
by the highest levels of our administra-
tion.

This is going to get things done. This
is not talk. Talk is cheap. This is going
to get things done. It has got support
of the major law enforcement agencies
in Colorado, from your local police de-
partment to the Attorney General, to
the U.S. Attorney General’s office. It
has got the Governor. It has got Demo-
crats and Republicans in the State
house and the State senate supporting
it.

In fact, maybe the best way to sum-
marize, | have not found anybody who
objects to it. | have not found anybody
who says to ignore the laws, the laws
in existence on the books now. In fact,
my friends who support the Second
Amendment, one of their basic points
is let us see what happens when we en-
force the laws we currently have on the
books. Let us see what happens when
we make the consequences of touching
a burner immediate and painful. Their
bet, my bet, everyone involved in this,
the bet is you will not touch that burn-
er again, and society will be better for
it.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would urge all col-
leagues, in their respective districts, in
their respective States, go out there,
talk to their Attorney General. If you
are Republicans, talk to the Demo-
crats. If you are Democrat, talk to the
Republican leaders in your State. Form
a team like we did in Colorado and put
in your own Project Exile. My bet, and
I think it is a safe bet, and | am a bet-
ting man and | like safe bets, my bet is
that after 1 year you will find out that
your Project Exile has accomplished
more than all of the rhetoric combined
for all of the States.

0O 2045

But the rhetoric aside, put the action
in place. You pack an illegal gun; you
pack your bags for prison.

CHARACTER EDUCATION IN OUR
SCHOOLS: AN INNOVATION THAT
WORKS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, this
evening | want to talk with my col-
leagues about the future. As | talk
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about the future, | want to talk about
the children of this country, because
they truly are our future.

Mr. Speaker, | rise this evening to
talk about education, particularly an
effort in education called character
education. We talk about a lot of
things that work and things that do
not work; but as my colleagues know,
before I came to the people’s House to
serve in this body, | was the State su-
perintendent of schools in the State of
North Carolina. As | have told many of
my colleagues from time to time, there
are a lot of things in education that a
lot of us who work in it, if we are hon-
est with ourselves, do not know a great
deal about when we do do some of the
things that work and a lot of the
things that do not work. | happen to
know firsthand that character edu-
cation can make a difference to teach
our children values and make sure that
our students are well rounded and pre-
pared to become good citizens.

In 1989 when | took over as State su-
perintendent, we did a survey of about
25,000 students across our State, and |
was quite alarmed at some of the re-
sults we got back. About 37 percent of
the students said that they did not re-
spect their fellow students nor their
teachers, and it was quite obvious from
that data that something needed to be
done.

We pulled together teachers, admin-
istrators, members of the clergy. We
pulled together members from the
bench and we did an extensive study
for about a year and a half, almost 2
years, and came up with what we called
ethics education. We put together some
principles, and ultimately that evolved
into character education. It was later
adopted by the State board of edu-
cation and then the North Carolina
general assembly in 1995; and we re-
ceived a grant in 1995 from the U.S. De-
partment of Education to begin a proc-
ess in three of our school districts,
three of the larger ones, incidentally,
Wake County, Cumberland County, and
Mecklenberg County to pilot character
education.

Now, across my congressional dis-
trict, school leaders have developed
character education initiatives that
really are making a difference for
stronger schools and better commu-
nities. Wake County, as | just men-
tioned, was one of the early leaders.
Not only were they a leader by receiv-
ing the funds and initiating the project
and having community meetings, be-
cause this truly is based at the school
level and the community level; but
they have become a leader through
their innovative effort that they call
Uniting for Character.

In that process, there are a number
of principles that they focus on and
that they come together on, which are
respect, citizenship, justice and fair-
ness, honesty, caring, respect and
trustworthiness are the core; and each
community must develop those issues
that they believe in. What we rec-
ommend is that the educators, the par-
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ents, the business community, all in
the community come together and
work together collaboratively to come
up with those core issues that they
want to use.

In Johnston County, another county
in the district, they have come to-
gether and done theirs. The principal of
Selma Elementary School, a school
which | visited just a few weeks ago,
attributes 59 fewer suspensions during
the 1995-1996 school year to their char-
acter education program. They also at-
tribute the fact that they have had
academic growth, tremendous aca-
demic growth over the years and again
this year, and | visited that school
again to see what kind of progress they
were making. They again are showing
progress as a result of character edu-
cation. It is not a program that teach-
ers have to struggle with as another
addition to their already crowded
school day. It is integrated in the cur-
riculum in the standard course of study
that we use in North Carolina, and it is
taught along with everything else they
do, and | will talk about that more in
just a few moments.

Mr. Speaker, some of my colleagues
and certainly others across the country
may have seen the CBS News profile
that was done several months ago on
one of the successful character edu-
cation programs in the Nash Rocky
Mount school system, Baskerville Ele-
mentary School, a school that really
was having a difficult time. They were
having problems with truancy, they
were having problems with discipline,
their academics were suffering, and
under the leadership of a dynamic prin-
cipal named Anne Edge, she took this
on, she got her staff involved, she got
the community involved, and she lit-
erally indoctrinated the children in
that school, and it is working well.

| visited there several weeks ago, and
I can tell my colleagues as a result of
that program being implemented prop-
erly and being supported by the com-
munity, supported by the central office
staff and the local school board, that is
one public school that has turned
around and is making a difference and
it has become infectious. It is working
all across Nash Rocky Mount school
system in North Carolina.

This morning, Mr. Speaker, | had the
opportunity to visit Tramway Elemen-
tary School in Lee County, another
school in my district where character
education really fills the entire com-
munity with hope. | went into that
school this morning, and | was so
pleased to see the number of parents
who were there. They were there par-
ticipating, active in the school. They
had other members of the school fac-
ulty there, but the impressive part of it
was what was happening with the stu-
dents. The young people in that class-
room gave reports, probably half the
class got up and read reports and
shared with me and with the others
present what character education had
done, what a difference it had made,
and the different character traits that
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they had picked up as a result of read-
ing such books over the last several
months as Charlotte’s Web and any
other number of books that they had
been assigned to read as special reading
projects. That is what making good
citizens is all about.

When we have good citizens in the
classroom, we have good citizens in the
school; and it flows over into the com-
munity, and it goes home with the
children. They are reinforcing in Tram-
way Elementary and Baskerville Ele-
mentary and schools all across the sec-
ond district, and certainly across
North Carolina, what parents are
teaching at home; and in some cases,
children are taking it home and rein-
forcing it with parents and really help-
ing parents understand.

I was in Combs Elementary School in
Wake County, one of the first schools |
visited talking about this issue of char-
acter education and the bill that | in-
troduced on February 16 entitled char-
acter education, or Character Counts
in the 21st Century. We have in that
school children speaking languages
from probably about 12 to 14 different
countries. It was amazing how they
were sharing and helping one another,
talking about these issues of character
that brings them together, that helps
those children be better students aca-
demically and better students in terms
of sharing within that school environ-
ment being good citizens.

Mr. Speaker, character education
works because it teaches our children
to see the world through a moral lens.
Children learn that actions do have
consequences, and if we deal with it at
an early age with early intervention,
we will see a difference not only in our
classrooms, but in our communities
and across this country, and many of
the challenges that we are facing to-
gether we will not have to face in the
future. Yes, we will continue to face
the challenges in the adult community
for years to come, but we need to get
back to those principles that we talked
about many years ago, and character
education certainly works. It works
when teachers work with parents and
with children and with the entire com-
munity to instill a spirit of a shared re-
sponsibility.

That is why character education is so
important, if we can get it on issues
like this that are important to the
community. Education is a shared re-
sponsibility. | try to remind my col-
leagues here and in every speech | give
back home, education starts in the
home; and if there is no education in
the home, the challenge of teachers is
almost insurmountable. How in the
world, if we cannot teach one child or
two children at home, do we expect a
teacher to take the responsibility of
30? It is a shared responsibility.

When we talk about character edu-
cation and we emphasize those values,
as | talked about earlier, of courage,
and certainly courage is important in
everything we do; good judgment, as
we talk to children; integrity in our
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teaching every day in the various
courses, whether it be math, whether it
be history; kindness, in the things that
children do for one another, and we re-
ward those things. It is one thing to be
punished; it is another thing to be re-
warded when one does something good.

Children learn very quickly in life, if
they get rewarded for doing good
things, they will do good things again.
And if they are not rewarded, and all
they see is punishment and the dark
side of life, I can tell my colleagues it
will be difficult. Early intervention
works. Kindness. Perseverance. We can
teach it without having it laid on to
something else. We can do it in the
course of what we are teaching every
day. How we respect one another. We
respect other’s property; we respect the
school property, and it carries over
into the community where young peo-
ple work with their brothers and sis-
ters, where they do it on the job. Self-
discipline. Self-discipline is an impor-
tant value. These are principles we can
agree on. They are things that the
community decides they want to do. It
brings the PTAs together with the
teachers, with the community interest.
It is important.

As a father of two public school
teachers, my heart aches for the vic-
tims of recent school violence. | can as-
sure my colleagues that not only do
the parents hurt, but so do all of those
folks who work with children, whether
it was in their school or not, because it
affects them. The scars are there.

So rather than engaging in those di-
visive debates and partisan posturing, |
call on my colleagues in this Congress
on both sides of the aisle to pass pro-
gressive innovations that work, things
like character education. It is not one-
upsmanship, even though | introduced
it on February 16. It is going to take
both sides of the aisle, Democrats and
Republicans, liberals and conserv-
atives, working together to make a dif-
ference.

Mr. Speaker, | am happy to yield to
my colleague from New York who has
really been a leader not only on this
issue of character education but in
school construction and in the areas of
education.

O 2100

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | want
to thank my good friend, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE), for all his good works and
especially in introducing this piece of
legislation. | think this is, | say to the
gentleman, in all honesty, long over-
due. We have to go back to teaching
civics. We have to go back to teaching
responsibility. We have go back to
teaching on self-worth.

How can a child have respect for oth-
ers when the child does not even re-
spect himself or herself? That is what
this legislation, | believe, is attempt-
ing to do and will do teaching respect,
citizenship, | will just list them, jus-
tice and fairness, honesty, caring, re-
sponsibility, trustworthiness. That al-
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most sounds like the Boy Scout oath
that | recollect as a child, but things
that | think have been lost unfortu-
nately, and not only reflective in
schools, but just in general.

We see it on television. We see it in
the movies, and that is what the chil-
dren are exposed to today. They are
not getting enough, | do not believe, of

that attention on these issues in the
classroom.
I do not understand what we are

afraid of. | do not know what it is we
are afraid of by instilling these into
children, that is what is going to make
them better individuals when they get
older.

Going back again, as | said before, we
cannot expect these children to have
respect for others when they do not re-
spect themselves. We see what is hap-
pening in our schools today. We see the
violence that is coming out of our
schools today and what is happening in
schools, a 6-year-old child being shot to
death by another 6-year-old child. It is
incredible, incredible, but it is exist-
ing. It is happening.

Mr. Speaker, we have to do some-
thing about it. | am a strong proponent
of gun control. | think we need to do
something about that, but I think we
have to do more than simply gun con-
trol. Instilling values, again, into chil-
dren is really where we have to go.

And | say to the gentleman, you
know how much | have been working
with you on the issue of school mod-
ernization. This is a part of school
modernization, school modernization
and construction. We have to do more
than build new schools and modernize
those schools.

We have to build the character of the
children that we are educating in those
schools. We do have a responsibility.
We do have to provide a seat for those
children.

In my district, as the gentleman
knows, School Districts 24 and 30 in
New York City are in the top three
most overcrowded school districts in
the City in New York, the most over-
crowded school district in the country.

We have over a million students iIn
that school district. The average age of
a school building in New York City is
55 years of age, and one out of every
five is over 75 years of age.

We are teaching children in class-
rooms and schools that were built at
the beginning of the last century. And
as the gentleman was pointing out on
the poster there, the issue of caring,
what message are we sending back to
our children when we do not give them
the proper tools that they need to
learn, to take it a step further, to pre-
pare them for their life, to have a prop-
er job, a pensionable job, to have the
ability to invest.

Unless we instill in them the virtues
that the gentleman is suggesting we do
today, we are in deep, deep trouble. We
have to go back to the way we used to
do things | think, to new, modernized
classrooms and to new schools, but to
go back to the basics. | think that is
where we have been lost.
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I want to thank the gentleman for all
of his hard work and leadership on this
issue.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Reclaiming my
time just one moment please. The gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY)
was talking about these things of
school modernization; that is so criti-
cally important. | was in a school this
morning that | was talking about and
that is in Lee County in my district. It
is a relatively new school within the
last 2 years.

You can tell all the difference in the
world when you go into the new school.
It was a new building. They had moved
from an old building into a new build-
ing. There was a corridor in the middle
of the building that was open, one of
the parents as a memorial to his moth-
er, | believe it was, had planted flowers
and kept them on a regular basis in
planters, just a gorgeous area where
children could go during the day, a lit-
tle respite to get away for a child that
goes to that school who may come
from a home where there are no flow-
ers, from a home where there is no car-
ing for flowers.

Schools need to be safe havens for all
children. It is important to teach all of
these character traits, but for us as
adults, as the gentleman has pointed
out, it is very important that we live
up to those. Children are a lot smarter
than we give them credit.

I was listening to those children this
morning when they went through talk-
ing about the character traits they had
learned from each book they had read.
They were seated on the floor in a car-
peted classroom that was new and
fresh. And it was nice.

Mr. Speaker, | could not help but
think as | walked away what a dif-
ference it would make in this country
if every child, every child in every
community had a nice, spacious class-
room, well lighted, well supplied with
the resources that the teachers needed.
And there was just an outstanding
teacher there. It is a lot easier to re-
cruit quality people in a quality facil-
ity and that goes to the point the gen-
tleman was making. | would yield.

Mr. CROWLEY. It is a great point. |
think maybe all too often we forget
about those who are entrusted with an
incredibly difficult job, but a so impor-
tant job, and that is teaching our
young.

We forget sometimes about the lack
of resources that they have. We forget
that they are also in those overcrowded
classrooms; that they are called upon
to perform duties without the proper
resources, and in those same Archaean
schools, they have their hands full.

Some may say what are we doing
now, we are asking them to not only
teach them math and science and his-
tory and reading, we have to transform
them into mothers and fathers as well.

We are not really asking them to,
mothers and fathers have a responsi-
bility, but it is enhanced and rein-
forced by teachers. It is an incredible
responsibility they have, but one we
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ought to cherish more as a society. | do
not quite frankly think we do enough.

I have, as the gentleman knows, a 6-
month-old son at home. Every day |
just take pride and joy in looking at
him develop. He is 6 months now. In 6
more months he will be a year. It is not
too far from now that he is going to be
going to kindergarten and first grade. |
am concerned about what environment
he is going to be in and other children
like him are going to be in.

It has changed my life incredibly, but
it has also opened my eyes up in many
respects to what we have to do, this
Congress, individual States and local
governments, but especially this Con-
gress, to make sure that my son and
other children like him have all that
they can have to make the best of their
lives.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, |
agree with the gentleman. When we
think about it, 1 went into two schools
today and last week | was in two others
talking with children, school adminis-
trators, looking, listening, seeing what
was going on.

Sometimes | am not real sure | am
hearing what | hear, but | hear people
say, it is not the Federal government’s
role, it is somebody else’s role. We do
not need to be doing this or doing that.

The gentleman was talking about his
child who is 6 months now. | remember
when we had one in elementary PTA
and one in middle school PTA and one
in high school PTA. It has changed our
lives.

The point | want to make in talking
about this whole role of education and
who has responsibility, all of us do.
There is a Federal, State, and local
role. There is a parent’s role and there
is a community role.

I have never, in all the years | have
been going into schools, 8 as a State
superintendent and years before that
as a county commissioner, a State leg-
islator, and now a Congressman, | have
never had a child nor an administrator
nor a teacher ask me whether the
money came from the Federal, State,
or local. They just knew they did not
have enough.

Even in some of the nicer schools we
go into, and it is true in my State and
I assume it is across the country, as
the gentleman talked about earlier,
these people are there because they
care. They work hard. They take our
most precious possessions, our chil-
dren, and they work hard at educating
them. But they have never asked me
who provided the money. They do not
really care. They just do not have
enough.

I do not know of any PTA that is not
selling something today or maybe hav-
ing a fund-raising project to buy some
resources for the school, because they
in many cases are short something,
copying paper or whatever it may be.
The reason they do it is because they
care. They care. And | care, as the gen-
tleman cares. 1 hope more of our col-
leagues will care on both sides of the
aisle, and make sure that we do not get
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into partisan rhetoric of whether or
not character education is in or wheth-
er or not we put money into school
buildings or whether we put counselor
money in or special education funds.
We will never have enough resources to
meet all the needs. We recognize that.

But as the gentleman pointed out,
the commitment of caring and putting
the resources we can will send a power-
ful signal that we will support those
people who every day go in, and a lot of
folks say at 8 and get off at 3, but it is
not so any more. That is not so. Many
of them show up at 6 and 7 for bus duty
and a lot of other duty. At the end of
the day when the children leave, they
are still there tutoring or having a lot
activities in the evenings, or PTAs.

They are long hours for not the kind
of pay that we ought to be giving them
for the most precious thing we have in
this country, and that is our children.

Mr. CROWLEY. | think the gen-
tleman is absolutely right. I would also
add that teaching these subjects in any
which way that the curriculum will be
developed, and | understand through
the gentleman’s legislation it would
vary from school district to school dis-
trict, and it could be done with the co-
operation of businesses and local enti-
ties that would be able to come in and
work on it as well, but | think in many
respects, in many ways, by addressing
these issues in a classroom, we can
start to see through to some of the
troubled students, and realize a little
earlier some of the children who may
not be coming around, who may still be
outside the pale here, and get them the
professional help they may need to
bring them back in, as well.

Quite often really for children their
first exposure to the general public and
to other children outside the family is
really in school; social development,
where they really begin to do that is in
school, and their first exposure. | think
teachers more often than parents are
in a position to see that these children
interact with those who they may not
be familiar with.

They are not experts, they are not
psychiatrists or psychologists, and
maybe sometimes we expect them to be
everything. | do not mean to be saying
that. But they are really in the front
line, and they can see these children
and they watch them develop, whether
it be the principal or the guidance
counselor or their home room teacher.

There are many ways in which they
can teach these things. It can be
taught in history classes. Certain as-
pects can be taught in science classes,
language arts classes, on and on. There
are different ways these can be taught
and graded, as well. There has to be
that grading. There has to be that re-
sponsibility. There has to be reporting
back so someone is accountable. |
think this is really what is sorely miss-
ing in our schools today.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. | thank the gen-
tleman. The gentleman touched on the
accountability piece, because that is
part of the accountability piece, re-
sponsibility.
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The point the gentleman made about
children in schools and how much they
can be impressed by their teachers,
that is true. I am sure the gentleman
can think of a teacher that made a dif-
ference in his life. I certainly can, my
fifth grade teacher, who is still living.
I visit with her from time to time and
call on her, Ms. Barbara. She is a de-
lightful lady.

I think of my own children. The gen-
tleman will do this as he goes through
with his child, as he goes to school.
The first thing is, the child has a good-
looking teacher, the teacher becomes
their first girlfriend, in some cases.

Mr. CROWLEY. | had a couple of
those myself. | hope my wife is not lis-
tening.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. My older son liked
one of the teachers. We had her home
for dinner because he just idolized her.
All of a sudden, that is why this is so
important to be taught and integrated
in the curriculum, because teachers do
have a significant impact. They can
change lives, there is no question. They
are changing lives every single day in
classrooms across this country, be-
cause those young minds are like little
sponges, they really are. They can be
changed and molded for good.

I certainly know teachers made a dif-
ference in my life, and in telling me
that | could be whatever | wanted to
be. I never had the idea of being in the
United States Congress, but they at
least told me | could go to college. For
a lot of children, that is what they
need.

I think the gentleman is absolutely
correct in what he said. Teachers have
a great opportunity. | think we have a
great challenge of honoring what they
do every day.

Mr. CROWLEY. | think in many re-
spects teachers are doing these things
already, too, in an informal way, in-
spiring young people, but they are not
getting everyone. It is almost impos-
sible to get everyone.

| daresay if this bill became law, we
are still never going to get everyone,
but | think we would get a lot more
than we are getting right now. There
would be more accountability on these
issues.
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I certainly remember teachers that
influenced my life in so many, many
different ways. But one of the things |
see that is missing today in my district
is a lack of a sense of involvement by
young people in the community. | do
not see the volunteerism. | do not see
the dedication towards voting, being
inspired to want to get out. That is not
universal, but | do not see enough of it
where we see young people wanting to
get out and vote, wanting to learn who
their elected officials are, what the
process is about.

I am almost amazed sometimes when
I go to a school and teach, like many of
us do, a little government class. They
have some ideas and some concept.
They are obviously learning. But they
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have not put the whole thing together
yet. That is because they do not think
they are living it. They are learning
about it, but they are not living it.
They are not really going out to the
community and putting what they are
learning in schools together.

I think going back to the gentle-
man’s bill again, learning about re-
spect, citizenship, justice and fairness,
caring, those are words that say to me,
one cannot just do it in school, one has
to do it elsewhere, in the home, and, as
the gentleman says, in the broader
community. | think what we are mak-
ing is better citizens.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, what
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) is really talking about is
civic responsibility. It has to start at a
young age, and we reinforce it every
step along the way with teachers in the
classroom, with parents, in the com-
munity, where students come in con-
tact with one another. | have seen that
over the last several weeks in visiting
schools.

I would even encourage my col-
leagues here to go in and talk with stu-
dents as much as they can. | think they
appreciate it. | think the schools ap-
preciate it. The teachers do. Because it
makes all the difference in the world.

I remember growing up, | never re-
member seeing an elected official in
my school that | remember. | really do
not. A Member of the United States
Congress | know | did not see. But |
think it makes a difference.

| agree with the gentleman from New
York, teachers are doing it in a number
of ways. But | think if we can formalize
it in a way, and with this, it would
allow the Secretary of Education to
provide grants to those communities
on a one-time basis to pool these
groups together, because one does need
some resources to facilitate the com-
munity coming together, to at least de-
fine these issues or other issues that
they think are as important to that
community.

Ultimately, we start to see the point
the gentleman from New York made
earlier, the involvement of the commu-
nity in that public school, because it is
about the public, bringing them to that
school, getting their involvement. Be-
cause children can feel when their par-
ents are concerned about the school.
They will ask the questions. Then we
start seeing it turns into academics.

I know in our State, North Carolina,
we have seen, over the last 7 or 8 years,
academic scores go up in every cat-
egory, one of two States in the Nation
where it is happening, and our dis-
cipline problems have gone down.

Now, | think it is part of that is,
number one, we have good people in the
classroom. That is the beginning point.
But, secondly, we do have a lot of char-
acter education in a lot of our schools.
Thirdly, we have started to put more
resources, we need to do more of that.

A lot of things that we need to do, I
do not know that there is any one
thing, but there is one thing about it,
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if we start with the good core prin-
ciples of developing strong character,
we can build a lot of things around
that foundation.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the one
thing | think | would like to say is that
it is heartening to know, | guess to a
degree, that a Yankee from New York
and a southern gentleman from North
Carolina share similar concerns and
have similar problems as well in terms
of overcrowding and old school build-
ings, but also on these issues that the
gentleman from North Carolina is talk-
ing about.

This is universal. This is not a New
York issue. This is not a California
issue. It is not a North Carolina issue.
It is not a Democratic from the party
sense, it is not a Democrat or Repub-
lican issue, it is really an American
issue. It is an issue we all have to grap-
ple with and we should all be working
on, not trying to, as the gentleman
said before, to create one-up-one-
upmanship. This is something we
should all be working on together.

If one asks the average Member here,
I think everyone would be in agree-
ment, | think they agree 100 percent,
these are the things that we believe are
lacking right now. | do not see politics
coming into play here. It is common
sense to me. This is all pure common
sense.

It is my hope doing these special or-
ders and talking about the legislation
of the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. ETHERIDGE) and other bills as well,
like the Rangel-Etheridge School Con-
struction and Modernization bill,
again, to me, it is not about politics.

Children do not know Democrat or
Republican, they are just learning
about it. In the first grade, they have
an idea who George Washington and
Abraham Lincoln were, but they do not
know what party they belong to. Real-
ly, this is about children. Black, white,
it makes no difference, they are all the
same. They all deserve to have equal
treatment. A part of that equal treat-
ment is being exposed to these very
issues the gentleman is talking about.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, |
could not help but thinking as the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY)
was going through it, we talk about
children. If one goes in certainly the
early classrooms, early years, kinder-
garten, prekindergarten, first, second
grade, their eyes are so bright, they
have such visions and opportunity, and
they are so trusting. If we can capture
that, we can help them there, we can
make a difference.

One of the leading newspapers in our
States said a number of years ago, and
they are absolutely correct, and | have
used it a number of times since then,
they said that children do not know
what they need, they only know what
they get. It is our responsibility as
adults, as policy makers at every level
to make sure they get what they need
to be good citizens, to be well educated,
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and make sure the 21st Century is pro-
ductive for them so that those of us
who are now adults are a lot better off.

It is like one of my friends said when
we had a study commission, and | ap-
pointed one to get some things done, he
was a corporate head of a large cor-
poration. He came to North Carolina
from New York, an outstanding citizen,
never finished high school. Never went
to college. He made a substantial sum
of money. He said, | am a lucky fellow.
He said, | may never see anyone else
like me. He said, but I am going to
make sure every child that comes
through these public schools has the
best opportunity they can have, be-
cause | do not care what they look like
or where they come from, | want them
to get a good education and make a lot
of money because | want to draw my
Social Security when | retire. So | have
always remembered that.

But getting back to this issue of
character and really formalizing that
in our public schools, | agree with the
gentleman from New York. | do think
that it is important that every child be
exposed to these types of principles,
hopefully in every classroom, that is
agreed to by the school community and
the broader community. | know it will
have an impact. It has in North Caro-
lina on discipline, on academics. When
children feel good about themselves,
they have their own self-respect, their
own inner strength, they do so much
better. They do so much better.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | could
not agree more. | hate to keep hark-
ening back to my own problems back
in New York. It is sometimes difficult
for me to imagine, though, how chil-
dren who are being taught in hallways,
are being taught in closets, or school
rooms that were once bathrooms, those
are really some of the problems that
our teachers are faced with and our ad-
ministrators in New York City.

I guess if | lived in other parts of the
country, | would have a hard time be-
lieving as well that that is how we can
treat our children. | think | said it to
the gentleman from North Carolina
once | heard that Reverend Jackson
had taken a number of children from
inner-city schools in Chicago and
brought them out to the suburbs and
showed them what it was like in those
suburban schools. What | thought was
more important, he took those children
from the suburbs and brought them
back to the city to show those children
what the city schools are like and what
they were not afforded in those
schools.

| think the same can be done in my
district. We are lacking so much in
terms of proper environments to, as
the gentleman said before, caring, in-
stilling that in children.

Getting back into buildings, we real-
ly have to address that issue. | do not
want to wait to address that issue be-
fore we start addressing this issue as
well. But sometimes it can be difficult
to imagine how can we do this, how can
we teach all these issues, respect and
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caring and honesty and justice and
fairness and citizenship, when children
are being taught in makeshift class-
rooms and hallways. There is no gym
anymore because it has been put into
cubicles so children can have a seat in
a classroom.

What we are facing in my district is
that, by the year 2007, if we do not do
more, we are going to be between 20,000
and 60,000 seats shy in Queens County
alone. Queens County is going to be be-
tween 20,000 and 60,000 seats shy. It is a
major, major crisis. So it is sometimes
hard for me to imagine how we can do
it.

We have great teachers in New York
City. We really do, fantastic and dedi-
cated people. But it is hard to imagine
how can they do it. They have to.

We need to do this, and we cannot
wait for the other to get done first. We
have got to address both. But it is an
awesome task and awesome responsi-
bility. But | do hope, despite our prob-
lems in New York, that this bill does
become more.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, |
think it comes back to the issue that
the gentleman from New York raised
earlier. We have to do it whether it is
done at the Federal, State, local, how-
ever, jointly get the job done.

In my district, well in North Carolina
as a State, over the next 10 years, we
are projected to be the fifth fastest
growing State in the Nation in school
population. We cannot build schools
fast enough. Yet, | went by a school,
visited a school earlier this morning
where my children used to go. It is a
fairly new school by school standards.
They had trailers all over the place. All
the inside interior of the building, like
the gentleman from New York was say-
ing, the lounge was now a classroom. It
was never built for a classroom. It was
a small area where one was tutoring
students. That is not acceptable. That
is not acceptable. They are doing it,
but it is not acceptable.

One can talk about these principles,
and one can teach them, and teachers
can reinforce them. But children also
understand that somewhere along the
line somebody is not being quite honest
with them when they say they do not
have the resources when they see other
nice new buildings going up or they
think they are not really caring wheth-
er other things are happening when
they could provide those resources.
Children do not know what they need.
They only know what they get.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, just
going back to the list of the gentleman
from North Carolina again, it is a lack
of responsibility, a lack of caring, a
lack of being honest, a lack of justice
and fairness, a lack of respect.

A word that is not up there but I
think is encompassed in all of that I
think is dignity. There is no dignity
here if we are not teaching these points
we are talking about here. But more
importantly, if we are not dem-
onstrating it on a daily basis in school
construction and modernization, giving
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them the tools and making sure the
teachers are prepared are really all a
part of that. But right now, if we do
not provide these, we are guilty of not
showing the true dignity of the student

and the individual and the human
being.
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, |

thank the gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY) for sharing with me his
time this afternoon and sharing with
my colleagues and the people the crit-
ical needs of, not only character edu-
cation, but this whole issue of edu-
cation that he cares so much about and
has worked so hard on here, and |
thank him for it.

As we work together with our col-
leagues to make sure that, not only is
character education integrated and a
part of our curriculum in the future,
but all of these issues of education con-
tinue to be at the top of our agenda.
Because if we are going to have the
kind of future we want to have in the
21st century, and America continues to
be strong and a Nation that leads the
world, we will do it through one thing.
We will do it through education and
providing those opportunities to our
children and all the children of this
country, no matter where they may
live, no matter what their economic
background might happen to be.
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HMO LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from lowa (Mr. GANSKE) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. GANSKE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to-
night to clarify points about HMO leg-
islation before Congress for my col-
leagues, particularly members of the
conference committee, and to specifi-
cally address two memoranda that
have been recently released by the Her-
itage Foundation and one by the Blue
Cross/Blue Shield Association.

Mr. Speaker, | refer to the Heritage
Foundation Backgrounder N1350, The
Patients’ Bill of Rights, Prescription
for Massive Federal Health Regulation,
by John Hoff; to Heritage Foundation
Executive Memorandum 658, Why the
Texas HMO Liability Law is Not a
Proven Model for Congress; and to a
letter by Mary Nell Leonard, Senior
Vice President of Blue Cross/Blue
Shield, with accompanying memo, A
Regulatory Quagmire, Questions and
Answers about the Bipartisan Con-
sensus Managed Care Improvement Act
of 1999.

Mr. Speaker, these memos are pri-
marily a rehash of previous arguments
that have been made frequently on the
floor. We had several days of full de-
bate on the Bipartisan Consensus Man-
aged Care Improvement Act, and we de-
bated all of these issues. However,
these repackaged arguments deserve
comment, | think, precisely because
they are so specious.
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Let me start with the Backgrounder.
It makes three main charges: that the
House bill would encourage costly liti-
gation, expose employers to risk of liti-
gation over benefits, and would impose
powerful new Federal regulations on
private health plans.

The organization of this paper is
clever in that there is a mixture of ac-
curacy and distortions in discussing
the House bill. But it primarily tries to
scare conservative legislatures with
the bogeyman of massive Federal regu-
lation. The summary of this paper be-
moans the establishment of an intru-
sive new Federal bureaucracy with new
rules on utilization review, internal
and external review, grievance proc-
esses, drug formularies, clinical trials,
patient information, and doctors’ in-
centive arrangements, among others.

This paper makes it seem as if these
rules are proposed just for the fun of it,
as if these new regulations would be
there just for their own sake. Well, Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. NorwooD), the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BARR), my-
self, and many other conservatives do
not propose regulations just for the
hell of it. The paper leaves
unmentioned the reasons for these
rules for HMOs, reasons why 80 percent
of the American public wants Congress
to fix this problem and fix it now.

Let me give my colleagues some real-
life examples of why new rules are nec-
essary for HMOs. This little boy lost
his hands and his feet because an HMO
decided he could travel 60 miles to an
emergency room instead of going to
the nearest emergency room. This
woman lost her life because an HMO
gagged her doctors. This woman’s HMO
would not pay her hospital bills be-
cause, when she fell off a cliff and went
to the emergency room, she had not
phoned for prior authorization.

Mr. Speaker, if regulation is bad sim-
ply because it is regulation, then we
can just pack up the Federal and State
governments, and we can all go home.
Of course, we would soon have monopo-
lies controlling everything; water we
could not drink and buildings that fall
down in earthquakes.

Mr. Speaker, a year ago we talked an
awful lot on this floor about the rule of
law. Well, without patient protection
legislation, we will sure continue to
have lawless HMOs. If there are no Fed-
eral standards in health care, then who
does ensure quality and solvency? Who
fights against fraud in the insurance
industry?

Well, the State should do it, some
say. Okay. Then let us repeal ERISA,
the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act, which preempts State over-
sight of employer health plans. Let us
turn it back to the States. Oh no,
would say the group health plans. We
do not want State oversight. But then
again, we do not want Federal over-
sight either. To be quite frank, the
HMOs say, we do not want any over-
sight. So just leave ERISA alone, we
will police ourselves, thank you.
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Well, Mr. Speaker, maybe we ought
to ask that little boy who lost his
hands and feet, or the family that lost
its mother how well self-imposed
standards in the HMO industry work.

I could give a reasoned rebuttal to
every page of this Backgrounder, but
we do not have time tonight to go over
this sentence by sentence. So let me
just give my colleagues a few exam-
ples.

On page 4 this paper says the House’s
bill’s external appeals board is “‘bi-
ased” because, and this is from the
Backgrounder, ‘‘neither the entity nor
its members can have what is consid-
ered to be a conflict of interest or have
familial, financial, or professional rela-
tionships with the insurer, the health
plan, the plan sponsor, the doctor who
provided the treatment involved, the
institution at which the care is pro-
vided, or with the manufacturer or
medical supplier involved in the cov-
erage decision.” That 1is in the
Backgrounder.

This Backgrounder says the board is
‘‘biased’” because it does not have a
specific statutory language prohibition
against one of those peer reviewers
having a familial relationship with the
patient but does prohibit a relationship
with the HMO. Well, Mr. Speaker, that
is just plain wrong. The bill that
passed on this floor with 275 votes spe-
cifically says, “A clinical peer or other
entity meets the independence require-
ment of this paragraph if the peer or
entity does not have a familial, finan-
cial, or professional relationship with
any related party.”” Mr. Speaker, what
could be clearer than that?

Or how about the discussion on the
““medical necessity quandary’ on page
5 of this Backgrounder? Now, | have
spoken many times on this floor about
the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act and medical necessity. In-
deed, the Heritage Backgrounder tries
to use some of my own arguments.

Under current Federal law, HMOs can
define as medically necessary or unnec-
essary anything they want. One HMO,
for example, has defined medically nec-
essary as ‘‘the cheapest, least expen-
sive care.”” That HMO could deny sur-
gical correction of this boy’s cleft pal-
ate because it would be cheaper to just
provide a plastic upper denture. Of
course, his speech would not be very
good, but it sure does meet that plan’s
definition of medical necessity. After
all, that would be cheap.

The bipartisan House bill corrects
that travesty by giving the external
appeals board the final say in deter-
mining medical necessity, as long as
the treatment is not explicitly ex-
cluded from coverage in the contract.
The review panel can consider many
things in its decision, even the plan’s
own guidelines, but is not ““bound” by
those planned guidelines.

So the author in this Backgrounder
rightly states that outcomes data can
provide valuable guidance but cannot
match the characteristics of individual
patients, thus echoing arguments that
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I have made on this floor many times.
Amazingly, he then, the author of this
paper, then criticizes the House bill’s
external appeals provision exactly be-
cause it recognizes that reality and
states that the appeals board can con-
sider outcome studies but is not bound
by them.

But in the very next paragraph in
this paper, we get to what the HMOs
really do not like about that provision
in the Bipartisan Consensus Managed
Care Improvement Act that passed this
House, and that is that doctors, not
HMO bureaucrats, would be making
those medical decisions. As this paper
states it, ““The legislation would punt
these crucial questions to the subjec-
tive consideration of external review-
ers.”” Mr. Speaker, note the pejorative
words punt and subjective. Where in
this paper is the criticism of the ‘“‘sub-
jective consideration’ of HMOs looking
at their bottom line?

The author goes on to say, “The bill
will turn the determination of what is
covered over to government-controlled
external reviewers who are directed to
make their decision regardless of what
the private health plan and its enroll-
ees agree upon.” Once again negative
adjectives, like government-controlled,
show the writer’s prejudice. For heav-
en’s sake, we have already established
that the House bill reviewers are inde-
pendent, not government-controlled.
What the HMOs really do not like is
that the peer reviewers in the bill that
passed this House are not HMO con-
trolled.

Furthermore, as | already stated, the
external panel cannot overrule specifi-
cally excluded benefits. But that is
rarely where the dispute is. It usually
involves denial of care for treatment
that fit well within standards of care.

To show my colleagues how abusive
the HMO industry can be on this issue
of medical necessity, listen to testi-
mony that a former HMO medical re-
viewer gave before my congressional
committee in which she admitted that
she had made medical decisions for
HMOs that had killed people. She said,
“l wish to begin by making a public
confession.” Mr. Speaker, this is a
former HMO medical reviewer. She
said, “‘In the spring of 1987, as a med-
ical reviewer, | caused the death of a
man. Since that day, | have lived with
this act and many others eating into
my heart and soul. The primary ethical
norm is to do no harm. | did worse; |
did death. Instead of using a clumsy
bloody weapon, | used the simplest of
tools, my words. This man died because
I denied him a necessary operation to
save his heart. | felt little pain or re-
morse at the time. The man’s faceless
distance soothed my conscience. Like a
skilled soldier, | was trained for this
moment. When moral qualms arose, |
was to remember ‘I am not denying
care, | am only denying payment.’”’
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This former HMO medical reviewer
then listed the many ways that man-
aged health care plans deny care to pa-
tients, but she emphasized one par-
ticular point: the right of HMOs to de-
cide what care is medically necessary.
She said, “There is one last activity
that | think deserves a special place on
this list, and this is what | call the
smart bomb of cost containment, and
that is medical necessity denials.
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“Even when medical criteria is used,
it is rarely developed in any kind of
standard traditional clinical process, it
is rarely standardized across the field,
the criteria is rarely available for prior
review by the physicians or members of
the plan.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, | have a complete
discussion of this critical issue in this
Dear Colleague. | will be sending this
Dear Colleague to every Member of the
House and the Senate. | especially hope
that the conferees, at least, will take
the time to read this because this is
one of the two or three most important
issues before the conference.

The next several pages of this Herit-
age paper describes some of the House
bill’s provisions, again, without pro-
viding a context of the problems with
HMOs that make these provisions im-
portant. The author even criticizes the
prohibition on gag rules that some
HMOs have tried to impose on doctors.

For heaven’s sake, Mr. Speaker, over
300 Members of the House signed on to
a bill that would ban HMOs from try-
ing to keep doctors from telling pa-
tients the whole story about their
treatment options.

Apparently, the Heritage Foundation
also does not like the fact that Con-
gress has already prohibited Medicare
HMOs from paying doctors to limit
care. This is on page 9 of this
Backgrounder.

The Norwood-Dingell-Ganske HMO
reform bill uses the same language
that the vast majority of Members of
this House and the Senate voted on for
Medicare to prohibit HMOs from pay-
ing doctors to limit care.

I am a physician, and | want to tell
my colleagues that there should not be
a conflict of interest in doctors pro-
viding needed care to their patients.
Yet some HMOs pay a doctor more if he
or she withholds referrals or treat-
ment.

Congress has already overwhelmingly
said that this practice is ethically
wrong. So, as an aside, and | hope
somebody from the Supreme Court,
some clerk, is listening to this special
order, | think the Supreme Court
should consider that Congress has al-
ready legislated on this behavior of
HMOs as it considers the Hurdrick case
that is currently on its docket.

Well, this paper even calls the bipar-
tisan bill an attack on fee-for-service
coverage. Wrong again. In fact, the
House bill recognizes the difference be-
tween HMOs and fee-for-service plans
and exempts those fee-for-service plans
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from requirements that are pertinent
to HMOs.

The House bill would, however, re-
quire PPOs and point-of-service plans
to follow fair utilization reviews, a fair
internal and external appeals process,
and require that enrollees be given ade-
quate information about the plan.
ERISA plans do not currently have to
do that. And 275 bipartisan supporters
of the House bill do think that every
plan covering everyone in this country,
regardless of the type, should follow
those minimum requirements.

Now, the Blue Cross paper, ‘‘a regu-
latory quagmire,” tries to make some
similar points on regulation. So my
comment will apply to both. | would
note that Blue Cross owns HMOs, so ca-
veat emptor.

Well, how would the House bill work?
As in the Health Insurance Portability
and Accountability Act, the provisions
of the House bill form a Federal policy
floor. States are encouraged to bring
their laws into compliance. If a State
fails to enforce the law, then the Fed-
eral Government would. Same way
under the Health Insurance Portability
Act. And under the Health Insurance
Portability Act, all States except four
have already complied.

Now, on the patient protection issue,
most States have already enacted some
of the provisions of the House HMO re-
form bill into State law. For example,
50 States have enacted internal review,
50 States have enacted access to infor-
mation, 46 States gag prohibition, 41
States emergency care provisions, 32
States external review, 34 States direct
access to OB-GYNs, 24  States
continutity-of-care provisions.

Mr. Speaker, it will not be hard for
those States to comply. But the impor-
tant point to note is that no matter
how good a State’s patient protections
law are, these State laws generally do
not apply to ERISA plans. And that is
exactly why we need Federal legisla-
tion to protect the people who receive
their insurance from their employer.

Now, the HMO industry complains
that the Norwood-Dingell-Ganske bill
would result in dual regulation and be
confusing to consumers. But we have
dual regulation today. We already have
complex dual regulation that differs
from jurisdiction to jurisdiction.

The Bipartisan Consensus Managed
Care Improvement Act will actually
simplify things for consumers. What is
clear today is that the consumer in an
ERISA health plan, an employer health
plan, has basically nowhere to go to
turn for help. But if our bipartisan
House bill would become law, the vast
majority of consumers would be able to
go to their State insurance commis-
sioners for questions about their rights
because all States would have a min-
imum standard.

Furthermore, | would point out that
it can be hardly valid to criticize the
House bill for Federal-State conflicts.
We have had a Federal-State system of
regulation of commerce for 200-plus
years.
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Yes, if the Norwood-Dingell-Ganske
bill becomes law, there will be ques-
tions of Federal-State jurisdiction to
work out, as there is in any bill. And |
would say, what is new?

Now, as an example of delay of imple-
mentation, the Blue Cross memo, the
one that says ‘‘quagmire of regula-
tion,”” points out that the Health Insur-
ance Portability Act still has not been
fully implemented on the privacy regu-
lations. Well, | should point out that
Congress had something to do with
that, since Congress did not meet its
own deadline on legislation for privacy.
But | sure do not see any groundswell
calling for repeal of the Health Insur-
ance Portability Act. In fact, Mr.
Speaker, | have had many constituents
thank me for their health insurance
portability.

In any congressional bill, there has
to be the right balance between pre-
scription and flexibility. The House bill
provides a reasonable balance. But on

page 6, again of this Heritage
Backgrounder, the legislative language
of our bill, the House bill, is criticized
for being too loose. But then, Mr.

Speaker, on page 11, the same bill is
criticized for being too rigid. There is
just no pleasing those opponents of
HMO reform.

Let us discuss the liability issue a
bit. The HMO community is clearly
getting nervous that Governor Bush
says he supports the Texas Health Care
Liability Act of 1997. So Heritage came
out with a memo entitled “Why the
Texas HMO Liability Law is not a
Proven Model for Congress.”

However, if you actually read the
memo, you will be struck with how
similar the House bill is to the Texas
law, which Governor Bush says Iis
working just fine, thank you. No ava-
lanche of lawsuits. No extraordinary
increase in premiums. No Diaspora of
HMOs from Texas.

Now, the Heritage memo notes that,
on September 1, 1997, the Texas legisla-
ture passed the Texas Health Care Li-
ability Act, according to Heritage, by a
‘‘sizable majority.”” Sizable majority
indeed. The bill passed the Texas Sen-
ate unanimously. It passed the Texas
House 120-21. It was veto proof.

Well, what did the Texas bill do? Ac-
cording to this Heritage paper, it ‘“‘cre-
ated a new cause of action against
three entities in the event of a failure
to exercise ordinary care. These enti-
ties are: a health insurance carrier, a
health maintenance organization, or
other managed care entity.”

Mr. Speaker, in plain language, the
Texas liability bill allowed patients to
sue HMOs for negligence, just plain
language.

So what has happened in Texas since
the bill was passed? Well, in September
1998, Federal judge Vanessa Gilmore re-
fused to void the Texas right to sue. On
October 18, 1999, the first case was filed
“Plocica v. NYLCare.”

The HMO wanted the case moved to
Federal court, but the Federal court
remanded it back to State court. But it
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is interesting to know a little bit about
this case because it makes the case for
having a strong enforcement provision
in a bill that Congress would pass.

Mr. Plocica was suicidal in a hospital
in Texas. His treating doctor thought
he should stay in the hospital, needed

more psychiatric care. His HMO,
NYLCare, said, no, we are sending you
home. Under State law, NYLCare

should have taken their treatment de-
nial to what Governor Bush calls the
“IRO Panel,” the Independent Review
Organization Panel. But NYLCare ig-
nored State law, so Mr. Plocica went
home. That night he drank half a gal-
lon of antifreeze, and he died a horrible
death. His family has sued NYLCare for
breaking Texas law.

It should be noted that, under cur-
rent Federal ERISA law, NYLCare
would be liable for only the cost of care
denied, in this case | guess the cost of
a day or two in the hospital. That is
hardly justice to a family that has just
lost its father and hardly a disincen-
tive to an HMO from not following the
law.

There have been only a few cases
filed under Texas law. Heritage says it
is too early for this to be accurate. |
would point out that Texas has a 2-year
statute of limitations on these cases.

What you see is what you have got. If
the cases are not filed by now, they
never will be. The Texas law exempts
employers from liabilities stating ‘“‘this
chapter does not create any liability on
the part of an employer or employer
group, purchasing organization, or a
pharmacy licensed by the State Board
of Pharmacy that purchases coverage
or assumes risk on behalf of its em-
ployees.”

Mr. Speaker, the Norwood-Dingell-
Ganske bill is written differently, for
the following reason: Unlike State-reg-
ulated plans, ERISA, the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act, pro-
vides liability preemption for self-in-
sured plans, some of which are self-ad-
ministered or actually are HMOs owned
by the company.

Now, | am referring here to section
302(a) of the Bipartisan Consensus Man-
aged Care Reform Improvement Act of
1999. This section creates a limited ex-
ception to ERISA’s general ‘“‘preemp-
tion” of State laws that relate to em-
ployee benefit plans. This exception
only applies to State law causes of ac-
tion against any person based on per-
sonal injury or wrongful death result-
ing from providing or arranging for in-
surance, administrative services or
medical services by such person to or
for a group health plan.

So that is kind of complicated lan-
guage. Let me see if | can explain this
a little simpler. This language does
not, let me repeat, ““does not’ disturb
ERISA preemption of State law actions
against a plan sponsor except, ‘“‘except”
for the exercise of discretion by an em-
ployer on an employee’s treatment
that has resulted in a personal injury
to that patient.
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Other decisions by plan sponsors, in-
cluding setting up a uniform benefit
plan, is not, let me repeat, is not af-
fected by section 302(a) of the Norwood-
Dingell-Ganske bill. Opponents to our
legislation claim that the bipartisan
bill would subject employers to a flood
of lawsuits in State courts over all ben-
efit decisions and suggest that employ-
ers would be forced to abandon health
insurance benefits.

Mr. Speaker, according to a memo-
randum done by one of the leading
ERISA labor law firms in Washington,
Gardner, Carton and Douglas, this
memorandum, which | will be happy to
share with any of my colleagues, this is
simply not correct. 1 will be happy to
provide this brief to anyone who de-
sires a copy.

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
NorwooD) and | and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) have al-
ways wanted to protect innocent em-
ployers from liability. The vast major-
ity of businesses, certainly small busi-
nesses, simply contract with an HMO
to provide health coverage for their
employees. They do not get involved
with the HMO’s decisions.

So we wrote protections for busi-
nesses into our bill, the bill that passed
this House. Those provisions are dis-
cussed in this brief, which makes four
main points in a well-documented and
scholarly review.

First, lawsuits would not be against
employers. Under current ERISA law,
suits seeking State law remedies for in-
jury or death of group health plan par-
ticipants are already allowed in some
jurisdictions. Those cases show us that
suits are normally brought against the
HMO, not against the employers. Why?
Because employers are generally not
involved in treatment decisions, the
type of decisions that lead to an em-
ployee’s injury or death. Ordinary ben-
efits decisions, such as setting up a
benefit plan, are not affected by our
bill.

Second, employer exposure would be
limited. If an employer exercises dis-
cretion in making a benefit claim deci-
sion under its group health plan and
that decision results in injury or death,
then the section in our bill makes an
exception to the ERISA preemption
and would allow an employee to sue in
State court, but to recover a patient
must first prove that the sponsor exer-
cised discretion which resulted in the
injury or death and then must prove all
elements of a State law cause of action
based on the employer’s conduct in
making the decision on that particular
claim. The injured patient must have a
viable State law cause of action be-
cause section 302(a) in our bill only cre-
ates an exception to the preemption
and does not create a new cause of ac-
tion.

Three, the statute’s plain meaning
limits employer liability. According to
a thorough review of the law in this
brief, the brief by Gardner, Carton and
Douglas from September 27, 1999, the li-
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ability provisions in this House bill
that protect employers would be inter-
preted under the Supreme Court’s well
established, quote, plain meaning, un-
quote, analysis. Such an analysis sup-
ports the bill’s clear intention to con-
tinue to prevent any liability suits
against employers that do not exercise
discretion that results in injury or
death. Specific language in our bill
states that other types of discretionary
employer language would not be af-
fected and would not be subject to
State tort law claims.

The Heritage interpretations in this
backgrounder simply ignore the quote,
plain meaning, unquote, language of
the Supreme Court.

Number 4, employer health plans
would not be destroyed. The limited
legal exposure of employers in the
House bill will not cause them to aban-
don health insurance for their employ-
ees. The experience of nonERISA group
health plans supports this. A recent
study by Kaiser Family Foundation
compared ERISA health plans to
nonERISA employer health plans, such
as CalPERS or the State of Colorado.
That study showed that the incidents
of lawsuits and costs against
nonERISA health plans, where an em-
ployee can sue the health plan, is very
low, in the range of 0.3 to 1.4 cases per
100,000 enrollees per year at a cost of 3
to 13 cents per month per employee.

Mr. Speaker, am | going to be told
that an employer is going to drop his
health care coverage for an employee
for the difference in cost of 3 to 13
cents per month per employee? | think
that a lot of employers would soon
have no employees if that were the
case.

Furthermore, employees would not
need to abandon control, control, over
a group health plan to remain pro-
tected under our bill, the bill that
passed the House. Having HMOs or
other third parties make claims deci-
sions as in the case for the vast major-
ity of small businesses, but then moni-
toring the third party would preserve
your employer control. If they are not
doing a good job, you do not sign them
up next year.

An alternative for some self-insured
third party administrators would be to
insure their exposure. If third party ad-
ministrators truly are not making
medical decisions like they all claim,
then their risk will be small and their
premiums will be very low.

Mr. Speaker, in addition, the House
bipartisan bill delineates in section
514(e)(2)(B) several employer activities
which specifically will not constitute
an exercise of discretionary authority,
such as decisions to include or exclude
any specific benefit from the plan; de-
cisions to provide extra contractual
benefits outside the plan; decisions not
to consider the provision of a benefit
while an internal or external review of
a claim is being conducted.

Contrary to our opponents’ claims,
these carve-outs further insulate em-
ployers from State law actions, but |
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think a bit of legislative history is in-
teresting here.

Mr. Speaker, first business groups
complained that without these provi-
sions they would not be able to advo-
cate for an employee not being treated
fairly by their HMO. So the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. NOrRwooOD) and | put
those exceptions into the bill. Then
those same business groups complained
that the exceptions were in the bill.
You just cannot please some people.

Now let us talk about the punitive
damages protections in the House bill.
This is another case in point of how
you just cannot please some people.
This provision was suggested to me, as
a matter of fairness, by members of the
industry. They said if we are going to
be bound by the external review
board’s decision and if we follow the
board’s decision, then we should not be
liable for punitive damages, quote/un-
quote.

Know what? | agreed, and this provi-
sion in my original bill was incor-
porated into the Norwood-Dingell-
Ganske bill. Maybe Heritage does not
think that this provision is significant,
but that is not what | have heard from
the industry. Remember, this punitive
damages relief would apply to all
health plans under our bill, not just to
group health plans.

While the Heritage paper closes by
saying that the bipartisan House bill
would result in, quote, a staggering
amount of red tape for American doc-
tors and patients, unquote, well, Mr.
Speaker over 300 patient and profes-
sional organizations have endorsed the
bipartisan House bill. Spare them your
crocodile tears, please.

The Heritage paper also quotes Pro-
fessor Alain Enthoven, a health policy
analyst, from his paper, ‘‘Managed
Care: What Went Wrong? Can It Be
Fixed?”

Mr. Speaker, the Bipartisan Con-
sensus Managed Care Improvement Act
will go a long way to fixing the prob-
lem that Dr. Paul Ellwood, the father
of managed care, expounded on at a
Harvard conference last year. In speak-
ing of the takeover of health care by
managed care, Dr. Ellwood said, quote,
“Market forces will never work to im-
prove health care quality, nor will vol-
untary efforts by doctors and health
plans. It does not make any difference
how powerful you are or how much you
know, patients can get atrocious care
and can do very little about it.”

Remember, this is the originator of
the concept of managed care. He goes
on to say, ‘I have increasingly felt
that we have to shift the power to the
patients. | am mad,” he said, “in part
because | have learned that terrible
care can happen to anyone.”

Mr. Speaker, the Norwood-Dingell-
Ganske bipartisan House bill which
passed this House with 275 bipartisan
votes would shift that power to the pa-
tient. | sincerely hope that the con-
ference committee gets the message.
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CYBER TERRORISM, A REAL
THREAT TO SOCIETY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS) is recognized for
half the remaining time until mid-
night, approximately 50 minutes, as
the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, | want
to begin by expressing my appreciation
to the Chair at this very late hour and
to the members of the staff who are so
diligently working here with us and for
us at this very late hour as well.

We are gathered tonight at a time of
unprecedented peace and power for our
country. Because of the enormous dedi-
cation and sacrifice of Americans who
have served in our armed forces
throughout history, around the world
in the past and at present, our country
is stronger and more secure than it has
ever been, and that is a blessing for
which we are truly thankful.

Certainly that thanks is directed at
those who wear the uniform of our
country tonight around the world and
those who have so nobly worn it in the
past. It is truly a gift and a legacy that
we enjoy tonight.

Our relative strength in the world
does not mean that we live in a purely
safe world, a world without risk. We
must endeavor not to repeat the mis-
takes of history, where very often at
times when we felt most safe we were
most vulnerable.

There are clearly three areas of
major threats to our country’s security
as we gather tonight. The first is the
threat of an emerging competing glob-
al superpower in the People’s Republic
of China. The second is the continued
virulent presence of regional negative
hostile dictatorial forces such as Sad-
dam Hussein in the Persian Gulf, Presi-
dent Milosevic in the former Yugo-
slavia. Those two threats, the threat of
China and the threat of those regional
dictators, are very severe threats in-
deed. | trust that in the coming weeks
and months we will consider as a Con-
gress, along with the executive branch
and the military, ways to confront
those threats.

This evening | want to spend, Mr.
Speaker, some time talking about a
threat that is not so easily detected, is
not so obvious, but a threat that | be-
lieve is truly lethal and deadly, a
threat that is unlike any threat that
we have faced in the history of our re-
public, and that is the silent but deadly
threat of cyber terrorism, the quiet but
lethal assault on our country’s systems
and people, which | believe will be one
of the major issues in the new century,
the new millennium, in the defense of
our country.

Unlike the growth of a large super-
power army, unlike the proliferation of
arms from a hostile nation state, we
cannot readily or easily see the devel-
opment of the cyber threat. | pray that
we may never feel it and tonight |
would like to talk about how we can
prepare for it.
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I would like to begin by talking
about what has already happened to
make it clear that our subject tonight
is not an imaginary one. It is all too
real. Listen to George Tenet, the direc-
tor of the Central Intelligence Agency,
speaking a few months ago. He said,
and | am quoting, ““An adversary capa-
ble of implanting the right virus or ac-
cessing the right terminal can cause
massive damage to the United States
of America,” the right virus or the
right terminal.
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In 1998, two youngsters in California,
directed by a hacker in the Middle East
who was later described as the Ana-
lyzer, launched attacks which dis-
rupted our troop movements in the
Persian Gulf. These two young hack-
ers, based in California and directed by
the Analyzer in the Middle East, dis-
rupted troop deployments to the Per-
sian Gulf in February of 1998 from Cali-
fornia, launched attacks against the
Pentagon systems, the National Secu-
rity Agency and a nuclear weapons re-
search lab.

The deployment disruptions, that is,
the disruptions in the deployment of
our troops around the world and the
Persian Gulf, from a computer ter-
minal in California, were described by
Deputy Secretary of Defense John
Hamre, a real leader in this field, as
‘“the most organized and systematic at-
tack’ on U.S. defense systems ever de-
tected. In fact, they were so expertly
conducted that President Clinton was
warned in the early phases that Iraq
was most probably the electronic
attacker.

Two teenagers steered and directed
by a master hacker halfway around the
world, launching what our number one
defender has called the most organized
and systematic attack on sophisticated
defense computer systems, so sophisti-
cated that in the early hours of the at-
tack the President of the United States
was told by his most wise and knowl-
edgeable advisers that Iraq was the
electronic attacker. It was not lIraq, it
was two U.S. citizens directed by a
hacker in the Middle East.

On March 10, 1997, another teenager,
this one based in Massachusetts, in-
vaded a computer system run by the
Bell Atlantic company in Massachu-
setts, knocked out telephone commu-
nications, among them telecommuni-
cations, telephone service, for the
Worcester, Massachusetts air traffic
control system at that airport in west-
ern Massachusetts. The tower was
knocked out for 6 hours.

Let me read from a report from the
Boston Globe of March 19, 1998. “The
computer breach knocked out phone
and radio transmission to the control
tower at the Worcester airport for 6
hours, forcing controllers to rely on
one cellular phone and battery powered
radios to direct planes.”

One teenager hacking into a com-
puter system of a major regional tele-
phone company, knocking out for 6
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hours the telecommunications capac-
ity of an entire area, and including an
airport. And as people flew through the
skies above Worcester, Massachusetts,
the air traffic controllers relied on one
cell phone and battery powered radios
to direct the planes.

Joseph Hogan, who manages the con-
trol tower at Worcester and 26 other
airports for the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, said this: “We relied on
our back-up systems, and, thank good-
ness, they worked. Had we been busier,
the potential for a serious incident
with dire consequences was there.” Six
hours.

In 1997, our intelligence community
conducted what was called Operation
Eligible Receiver, a war game played in
cyberspace, an intelligent and far-
reaching attempt by the U.S. military
and intelligence community to game
out what would happen if a hostile for-
eign power tried to attack our systems
around the country.

A so-called red team put together by
the intelligence community pretended
to be North Korea. Thirty-five men and
women specialists, 35 people using
hacking tools freely available on 1,900
web sites, Mr. Speaker, any of our lis-
teners tonight could access on their
home computer right now. These 35
men and women accessing those 1,900
web sites in the public domain man-
aged to shut down large segments of
America’s power grid and silence the
command and control system of the
Pacific Command in Honolulu.

The Defense Information Systems
Agency, DISA, launched some 38,000 at-
tacks against its own systems to test
their vulnerabilities. Only 4 percent of
the people in charge of those targeted
systems realized they were under at-
tack, and, of those, only 1 in 150 re-
ported the intrusion to the superior au-
thority.

We had a war game, and the good
guys lost. The smartest and most capa-
ble people that we have were rather
easily outwitted by this war game.

A Pentagon report goes on to say
that probing attacks against the Pen-
tagon, there are tens of thousands of
them a year, are routed and looped
through half a dozen other countries to
camouflage where the attack origi-
nated. Information warfare specialists
at the Pentagon estimate that a prop-
erly prepared and well-coordinated at-
tack by fewer than 30, 30 computer
virtuosos, strategically located around
the world, with a budget of less than
$10 million, could bring the United
States to its knees. Such a strategic
attack mounted by a cyber-terrorist
group, either sub-state or non-state ac-
tors, that is to say either terrorist
groups that are not part of any state or
terrorist groups that are sponsored by
a rogue state, would shut down every-
thing from electric power grids to air
traffic control centers. A combination
of cyber-weapons, poison gas and even
nuclear devices could produce a global
Waterloo for the United States.

In 1999, the Pentagon tracked 22,144
intrusions on its own sensitive com-
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puter systems. 22,144 times in the last
calendar year people figured out how to
hack their way in to our most vulner-
able systems. That is according to
Major General John H. Campbell of the
United States Air Force.

Deputy Secretary Hamre reports that
his sources show that there are at least
20 countries who presently have infor-
mation warfare strategies and oper-
ations active against the United
States. This is an overwhelming and
compelling body of evidence that says
that this is not a question of whether
we will be prepared for something that
will happen to us in the future; this is
a question of how well we are prepared
for something that is happening to us
right now, tonight, around the world.

Now, there is good news to report. As
a member of the Committee on Armed
Services, | have had the opportunity to
meet and listen to and be briefed by
some incredibly committed and tal-
ented men and women, both in the ci-
vilian service of this country and the
Department of Defense and in the uni-
form of this country in the branches of
our armed Services, and also serving in
the various intelligence agencies of
this government.

Mr. Speaker, we are blessed tonight
with a robust, dynamic and bright
corps of young men and women who are
committed to defending their country.
With the tools that we have given
them, they are doing a magnificent job.
Deputy Secretary of Defense Hamre is
the leader of this effort and deserves
special praise. His Assistant Secretary,
Art Money, deserves special praise, and
so do many others who work at their
direction who have foreseen this prob-
lem, have been so diligent in pursuing
it, and are truly inspiring in their level
of preparation.

I have no doubt, no doubt whatso-
ever, that if we do our job, Mr. Speak-
er, and give these civilians and uni-
formed personnel and intelligence per-
sonnel the tools to do their job, they
will excel in doing their job and protect
our country.

This issue is not new to this floor.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON), my friend and colleague from
nearby Pennsylvania, has been working
on this issue years before it found its
way into the headlines. He is serving as
the Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Research and Development of our Com-
mittee on Armed Services and has been
a long time advocate of this cause.

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPENCE), the chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services, a Re-
publican, and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the Democratic
ranking member of the committee,
have very wisely appointed a special
task force of our committee to focus on
cyber-terrorism in this year’s defense
budget. That special committee is ably
chaired by my neighbor and friend, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON). The members of the com-
mittee are truly dedicated to this pur-
pose, and | believe that the efforts of
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Chairman SPENCE and Mr. SKELTON and
Chairman WELDON and Chairman
SAXTON and those of us working with
them on this effort are going to elevate
this issue in this Congress, in this de-
fense budget and defense bill, and take
some important steps that really need
to be taken.

Now, these steps would follow on the
heels of the President’s directive num-
ber 63 which was issued on May 22, 1998.
That directive, which is well under
way, is a good first step toward ad-
dressing the very real problems that |
talked about tonight. But | think we
have to build on those steps and under-
stand the very unique nature of the
problem before us.

QOur country is organized, and well
organized, for the world of physical
space. Our military strategy has al-
ways been about protecting and defend-
ing key points of territory, the seas,
land, so we could protect the sov-
ereignty and rights of our people. We
have always recognized a distinction in
our civil law between civilian and mili-
tary, between police action and law en-
forcement on the one hand and mili-
tary action on the other.

These are time-honored and wise dis-
tinctions that we should never forfeit,
but they are distinctions based on the
physical world. And when we deal with
the world of cyber-terrorism, we need
to rethink them. By no means should
we abandon cherished principles that
recognize that civilian authority rules
our country and the military serves ci-
vilian authority. By no means should
we abandon the principle that recog-
nizes the rights of Americans to enjoy
privacy in their homes, the reasonable
expectation of privacy in their affairs.

By no means should we forfeit those
principles, but by no means should we
permit those who would do us harm
and terror to hide behind those prin-
ciples to abuse the purposes of those
principles and subject the country to
horrible acts of destruction.

This month | will be introducing leg-
islation that creates a strategy to ad-
dress what | believe are the three great
questions posed for our country by the
here and instant onslaught of cyber-
terrorism.

The first question is how can we
make sure that our military is fully
prepared? The President has given us
great guidance in this in his budget
proposals for the new fiscal year. He
has set aside $91 million, not for soft-
ware or fancy computers or bricks and
mortar, but he set aside $91 million so
we can be sure that the smartest and
most motivated Americans serve their
country in this field. Scholarships for
bright young students, continuing edu-
cation for those who already serve, in-
stitutes and centers and programs for
people to come together from the
worlds of business and academia and
government and the military and think
about ways that we can address and
solve these problems.
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I believe, based upon the classified
briefings | have been privileged to re-
ceive and the record in the public do-
main, that the U.S. military, the U.S.
intelligence community and the civil-
ian employees of the Department of
Defense are ahead of the curve in this
area. We are by no means invulnerable
in our defense infrastructure, but this
is a problem that has been thoroughly
analyzed, and | believe we are well on
the way to thoroughly protecting the
key defense infrastructure of our coun-
try in military bases around our coun-
try and around the world.

But that leads us to the second ques-
tion, which I am not so confident has
been resolved, and that is what can we
do to protect ourselves against the
place at which we are most vulnerable,
and that is in the civilian infrastruc-
ture and civilian systems of our coun-
try?
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When the California hackers hacked
into the Pentagon computers and dis-
rupted our troop deployments in the
Persian Gulf, it was shocking. But the
Defense Department has acted swiftly
and, | believe, powerfully, to prevent
future repeats of this problem, future
manifestations of this problem.

The same really cannot be said of our
civilian sector, of the air traffic con-
trol system, of water and power utili-
ties, of our banking and financial sys-
tem, of our transportation and law en-
forcement systems. Not because these
people are not doing their jobs; they
are doing a very good job, Mr. Speaker.
But | think the same level of con-
fidence cannot be stated about civilian
institutions because they are civilian
institutions. Thank God for the fact
that the United States of America is
not organized as a military society.

In our country, the military does not
run the airports, the military does not
run our court system or our 911 system
or our water and sewer and power sys-
tems; and may they never, because we
are not that kind of society and the
military is not designed for that pur-
pose in America. These systems are run
by some combination of public and pri-
vate institutions that do a wonderful
job of fueling and supporting the
strongest economy in the world, but
they are not organized for the purpose
of preventing cyber-terrorism.

The phone companies are organized
for the purpose of making our calls go
through and our data. The water and
sewer and power utilities are organized
for the purpose of making the lights go
on when we turn the switch and the
water go on when we turn the faucet
and the heat go on when we turn the
thermostat up. The air traffic control
system is designed to get us safely
from one point to another. The 911 sys-
tem is designed to dispatch the brave
and courageous men and women who
ride in our police cars and who drive
our ambulances and serve on our fire
trucks and other emergency vehicles.
Those systems work.
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Late in 1999, we saw as a country
that we had a major and comprehen-
sive effort to make sure that acci-
dental breakdowns in that system
would not paralyze and cripple our
country. The phrase ““Y2K’’ became for-
ever embedded in our national lexicon,
and it was an American success story.
At my house, we filled our bathtub up
with water on New Year’s Eve and
made sure we had all the flashlights
ready and made sure we had some
means of communicating with our
loved ones, because we were not sure,
were not exactly sure that the water
would work or the lights would stay on
and the phones would work the next
day, or at 12:01. To the everlasting
credit of America’s institutions, in
most cases, in most ways, everything
worked, because we were prepared.

But the Y2K story was really just the
tip of the iceberg, Mr. Speaker, because
the real question is what if somebody
intended to do us harm. What if it was
not an accident that the computer sys-
tems turned over from 99 to 00, but
what if someone who could not defeat
us by dropping bombs on our power
plants or could not defeat us by having
an army invade our shores decided to
defeat us and create chaos in America
by hacking into our systems on pur-
pose and create that kind of havoc? Are
we prepared? | think the answer is not
nearly well enough, as the incident in
Massachusetts in 1997 shows.

So what do we do about it? Well,
there are three approaches we could
take and two of them are absolutely
wrong. One approach would be to say
that let us militarize everything, let us
be sure we can defend our airports and
our power plants and our phone sys-
tems and our 911 system; let us put the
military in charge of it. There is no
one, | trust, in this House and no one,
I am certain, in America’s military es-
tablishment who would want that re-
sult, nor would I.

The second approach would be to say,
let us just see what happens. Let us let
the normal market forces which work
so well in organizing our economy han-
dle this problem. | know of very few
captains of industry who would be so
naive as to agree with that statement.
Our phone companies, our power com-
panies, our transportation companies
are not organized to defend against ter-
rorists, nor should they be. They are
organized to deliver goods and services
at a profit or in the proper way to the
public.

So there needs to be a third approach
that is a partnership between and
among the military community, the in-
telligence community, the private sec-
tor, the academic sector, and law en-
forcement. | think that American inge-
nuity in the utility companies and the
telecommunications companies, in law
enforcement could absolutely do this
job and make us thoroughly well pre-
pared for the cyber-attacks which are
happening to us as we speak, but they
need help. My legislation will propose
that very high standards be set, the
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same way they were for Y2K. They will
propose an active, cooperative system
between and among our military and
our law enforcement and our civilian
entities, and it will propose reasonable
and well-targeted financial assistance
for those aspects of industry and the
private and civilian sector that reach
the goal most expeditiously and most
efficiently.

There are precedents for this, Mr.
Speaker. Our MIRAD program, our
shipbuilding program is a good prece-
dent and it works this way, and my leg-
islation will reflect this principle. We
say to certain shipbuilders that if you
are building a cargo ship, the Govern-
ment of the United States will sub-
sidize in part the construction of that
ship through loan guarantees and di-
rect contributions. We will help you
build your ship. What you need to do
for us in exchange is to make that ship
available at a time of national emer-
gency, to carry military cargo so we
can deploy our troops around the world
if and when necessary. It is burden-
sharing between the vibrant commer-
cial sector and the military and law en-
forcement carrying out its mission to
defend and protect the country.

That is the approach that | think we
should take in our bill, is to share the
burden with the dynamic private sec-
tor, but encourage and indeed require
that sector to bring its level of protec-
tion up so that when someone wants to
hack into an air traffic control system,
when someone wants to mask the com-
puters at the water utility so that
when the person reading the water util-
ity computer screen thinks there is no
arsenic in the water because that is
what the printout says, but there is ar-
senic in the water because someone has
bugged the computer, there is a backup
system. Or when someone, and this has
happened, hacks into the telephone
system and reroutes 911 calls to a por-
nographic call-in line, as has happened,
or a pizza delivery service, as has hap-
pened, chaos will not occur; but there
will be a backup system in place.

The third thing that my legislation
will do is to answer the question of pre-
vention, and prevention is what we
most want. We want our military to be
able to protect us so that we can pre-
vent cyber-attacks. We want our civil-
ian sector to ramp up its efforts so that
we can be protected from cyber-at-
tacks. However, sometimes they are
still going to happen, as they did in
1998 when the California hackers, aided
by the Middle East hacker, disrupted
our troop deployment; as it did in 1997
when the airport air traffic control sys-
tem in Massachusetts shut down for 6
hours. It is still going to happen.

How do we very quickly find the per-
petrators and understand whether this
is a law enforcement problem that re-
quires prosecution in our criminal law
enforcement system or whether it is an
international terror problem that re-
quires a military or diplomatic re-
sponse.

There are two changes that | believe
are foremost of importance that will be
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in the legislation that | propose. The
first change is a change that says to
the Department of Defense, we are
going to take the handcuffs off of your
hands and when a Defense Department
information system or computer is at-
tacked, we are going to let you find out
who did it.

I think most Americans would be
amazed, Mr. Speaker, to find out that
we have a law that works this way: if
tonight a hacker hacked into an impor-
tant Defense Department software sys-
tem or computer that affected the
launch codes for our nuclear weapons,
or that affected our defenses against
poison or nerve gas, we have a law that
says, until the law enforcement people
conclude and prove that the hackers
are foreign agents, the Department of
Defense cannot do anything about it.
They have to wait until the law en-
forcement people conclude that it is
not a domestic threat, it is foreign. In
other words, we treat these hackers the
same way we would someone who is
running an illegal NCAA basketball
betting pool on-line.

Now, | do not for one minute dis-
regard or impugn the abilities of our
law enforcement people. They do a
great job. But their job is to deal with
organized crime or with those who
would do harm within America. It is
certainly not to deal with the Libyan
special services forces or with people in
North Korea who would do us harm.

We need a law which says, when the
Department of Defense’s computer sys-
tems are under attack, they do not
have to wait to find out who did it,
that they can immediately and expedi-
tiously figure it out and take whatever
steps are necessary, consistent with
our Constitution and consistent with
our law to do something about that.

The second change that I think is im-
perative is that we change the law so
that our government can find out more
easily about criminal records of people
in very sensitive jobs that affect gov-
ernment infrastructure. Believe it or
not, right now, if the following oc-
curred, the Department of Defense and
others would have a hard time getting
information. Let me sketch this sce-
nario.

If what happened in Massachusetts in
1997 had happened because a vendor
who was working for the phone com-
pany as a troubleshooter deliberately
sabotaged the air traffic control sys-
tem, and that vendor had someone
working there who was a spy for the
vendor; and that spy, in fact, had some
kind of criminal record at the State or
local level that would attach that spy’s
conduct or relationships with foreign
agents, and we had in our CIA database
evidence that if we knew that this spy,
if we knew about his record that we
could figure out who was hooked in
internationally, our military people
cannot get access to the State and
local criminal records of that spy. It is
illegal. It is unbelievable.

The fourth amendment does not give
someone who wants to do harm to the
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people of this country license to do so
with impunity. There is no Member of
this body who is more committed to
the principles of the fourth amendment
than me. | think it needs to be re-
spected and revered in every way. But
this is not a fourth amendment issue;
this is a national security issue. We
need to change the law in such a way
that our military protectors and de-
fenders, if they have intelligence that
says that someone is trying to hack
into the air traffic control system be-
cause they are working for the Libyan
government or the North Korean gov-
ernment or the lIraqi government, and
there is evidence in State and local
criminal records that would help them
find that person and stop them, we
need to empower them to do that. The
legislation that 1 will be proposing will
do just that.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON), the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Research
and Development, and | have both
served in local government; and we un-
derstand that one of the things that
happens in local government is that for
a long time people will say, there real-
ly needs to be a traffic light at such-
and-such an intersection; it is really
dangerous. And they come out to meet-
ings and they tell their mayor and they
tell their council and they talk for
years about the need for a traffic light.
Then, in places where government is
not very responsive, which is not true
in Delaware County, Pennsylvania, and
it is not true in my area either, in
places where government is not respon-
sive, they do not put up the traffic
light. They wait until there is a fatal-
ity, a fatal accident at that intersec-
tion, and then they rush and put the
traffic light up.

I never want to come to this floor
and have 435 Members clamoring to
pass legislation that would unlock the
potential of our military people, con-
sistent with our Constitution; | never
want to have them coming to this floor
clamoring to do that because the morn-
ing news is full of reports of planes
crashing over the sky over a major air-
port, or thousands of people being
poisoned because their drinking water
was poisoned and the computer sys-
tems that would have told the utility
that were hacked into.
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I never want to have a national up-
roar because all the 911 calls for a
major city went to a pizzeria or an air-
line reservation counter instead of to
the police and the fire department. |
never want to have a situation where
there is financial chaos and there is a
run on our banks because the checking
account records or credit card records
of millions of Americans are delib-
erately sabotauged.

Mr. Speaker, this is not the stuff of a
Tom Clancy novel. It is the stuff that
Members of this House are hearing
about, both in classified and unclassi-
fied briefings. We have been warned,
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and to the Paul Reveres of this effort,
like the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON), the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON) who have paid attention to this,
Secretary Hamre, people that work
with him, we need to give them the
tools that they need to continue to do
this job.

I notice that my friend, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is here. | am happy to yield to
him, and commend him on his leader-
ship on this for many years.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, | thank my colleague and
friend for yielding. 1 came over for this
special order, having watched his be-
ginning and agreeing totally with the
statement, and | appreciate the gentle-
man’s leadership in making this a per-
sonal issue for him, for taking the time
to understand a very complicated issue
that many Members do not have the
time to get into, but which is so vitally
important to our country.

As the gentleman knows from hear-
ings that we have held in our Sub-
committee on Military Research and
Development, we are going through a
major revolution in America that the
people really do not understand. In
fact, we only have had one other revo-
lution of this kind in our country’s his-
tory. It was when we changed from an
agrarian country where we made most
of our living on the farms and on the
land to an industrial economy, where
people went to work in our factories
building products and materials. It was
a difficult change for America, but we
did it because we wanted to lead the
world economy in the 1900s, and we did
it very successfully.

Now we are going through a similar
revolution, changing from an indus-
trial economy to an information econ-
omy, where more and more every day
in our lives we are affected by the use
of computers and information tech-
nology.

As a result, some very interesting
and difficult challenges face us, be-
cause the single biggest technology,
probably, to improving our quality of
life has been the use of information
technology.

I would argue, and 1 think my col-
league would agree with me, that the
single biggest vulnerability to con-
tinuing our quality of life is the use of
information technology. If an adver-
sary wants to take out America, they
know in most cases they cannot match
us gun for gun, tank for tank, plane for
plane. That is an impossible task. But
they know full well that our society is
largely dependent upon information
systems: our military systems, our
smart weapons; but even beyond that,
our information systems. Our banking,
our communications, our air traffic
control, electric grid, are all based on
information technology.

So if you are an adversary of the U.S.
in the 21st century, you are going to
try to find a way to neutralize that
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technology advantage, to level the
playing field. That is exactly what na-
tions are doing today. As my colleague
knows, in classified hearings we have
held, there are in fact countries today
that are working very diligently in
finding ways to be able to shut down
the communications and information
systems of America during times of
conflict.

It is a major concern for us also be-
cause we are having a difficult time
keeping talented young people in the
service when they can make three to
four times the amount of money they
are making as a software engineer for
the Pentagon going out to work for a
private company. So we have a very
difficult challenge keeping up with
that technology leap.

In fact, in the past, in the history of
the country, military technology has
often been ahead of the civilian com-
munity: the first airplane, the first jet
engine. That is changing now. With the
growth of the information revolution,
the private sector and information
technology companies and some of our
would-be adversaries have the tech-
nology capability equal to or better
than we have in the military. There-
fore, we have a tough time keeping up.

So the kinds of ideas that the gen-
tleman is pursuing, the kinds of strate-
gies to focus the attention of the
American people, not just our military,
on information vulnerability are criti-
cally important.

I will give the gentleman a couple of
horror stories. | cannot give the de-
tails. But to highlight the point he has
made, we had a classified hearing sev-
eral years ago where it was docu-
mented to us that one of our military
hospitals had all of its health care
records, all the blood types of all the
patients, changed by a hacker who
broke into the IT system without the
administration of the hospital knowing
all the blood types had been changed.

If the American citizen sitting at
home wants to understand the impact
on their life, imagine a loved one being
in the hospital and all of a sudden,
every blood type of every patient has
been changed by someone who had ac-
cess to that information system.

The banking system in America likes
to pride itself on being the best at in-
formation security, but we all know
there was a New York bank just a few
years ago that had $10 million illegally
transferred out of its accounts by a St.
Petersburg, Russia firm that they were
not able to stop, and the banking com-
munity has had examples like that
where hackers have broken in and
taken money away.

As the gentleman has pointed out, we
need to think differently in the 2lst
century. If a terrorist group comes into
America and wants to discharge a
chemical or biological weapon, we need
to have broad-based data systems so we
can detect whether or not there is a
pattern of occurrence of health care
problems that might indicate to us
that someone has released some type of
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toxic material. Because a warning may
not be accompanied by a bomb, it may
simply be a low-key release of an agent
that we will not be able to determine
unless we have processes in place to be
able to do massive data mining.

I want to also applaud my colleague
because he has been assisting very ag-
gressively in establishing the first
smart region in America. The idea be-
hind this initiative, the HUBs project,
is to link up as many of our institu-
tions in the four States of New Jersey,
Delaware, Pennsylvania, and Maryland
to demonstrate that we can build
smart regions in America, we can link
technology, but we must build security
in the process. We must have
encryption capability, we must have
security controls and access controls,
not just in the government agency sys-
tems but also in our hospitals, in our
schools, in our colleges, in our private
business establishments.

I just want to add my comments and
my praise. The gentleman is a leader in
this effort. |1 look forward to the legis-
lation that the gentleman is working
on. As | have told the gentleman, |
would be happy to cosponsor it. We
need forward thinking, because this is
really a new challenge. It is the single
biggest threat to our security in the
21st century, the threat of being able
to disarm America’s economy and
America’s quality of life by disarming
our information systems.

Mr. ANDREWS. | thank my friend,
and again, long before this was an issue
on the evening news or the front page
of the newspaper, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) was work-
ing on this issue on his committee, on
the floor.

It is not a partisan issue, it is an
issue that he has played a major role in
educating people about. We thank the
gentleman for that, and | look forward
to following the gentleman’s lead and
to bringing legislation to this floor this
spring that will help address these
issues.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. | look
forward to supporting it. The gen-
tleman mentioned bipartisan. He is so
right. The gentleman mentioned John
Hamre’s name. There is no one | re-
spect more in this administration than
John Hamre. It is unfortunate that he
is leaving to go head the Center for
Strategic and International Security,
but he is a great leader.

It was John Hamre who 2 years ago,
in leading this administration on this
issue, made this quote: “It is not a
matter of if America has an electronic
Pearl Harbor, but when.”’

This past year when he came in be-
fore our committee, he said that we
were at war, in a cyber war, at the very
moment he came in, because we were
in the middle of a massive attack on
our defense information systems by an
organized network that we think was
focused in a selected few countries, but
it has been a totally bipartisan effort.

The gentleman’s leadership has been
critically important. There is a need

March 14, 2000

for more work like the gentleman is
doing, and again | look forward to sup-
porting the gentleman’s legislation.

Mr. ANDREWS. | thank my friend for
being here tonight as well, Mr. Speak-
er. We are going to summarize.

I want again say that each one of us
involved in this effort is devoted to the
idea of our constitutional principles,
devoted to the idea of the separation of
civilian and military; of the fact that
in this country, the military responds
to decisions by the civilian sector.

Each one of us is firmly committed
to the sanctity of the constitutional
rights of privacy, the protection
against search and seizure, the rights
of legitimate people in our country to
be protected from the abuse of State
power. We need not choose between for-
feiting our Fourth Amendment rights
and defending our country. These are
consistent goals.

But in order to pursue these goals, we
need to rethink the way we pursue
them. | think that is so very, very im-
portant.

Mr. Speaker, | am here late tonight,
and normally | would have the greatest
privilege of my life, which is tucking
my 7-year-old and 5-year-old into bed,
my daughters Jaqueline and Josie, and
their mother did that a while ago, |
hope, tonight.

We are really fortunate that we put
our children to bed tonight in a coun-
try that is safe and strong. It is not
safe and strong everywhere, there are
children who are going to sleep tonight
in horribly violent neighborhoods and
areas and horribly violent homes, ru-
ined by alcohol and drug abuse and by
all kinds of pernicious behavior.

But this is a country that, at least in
terms of pernicious behavior in the
world, is safer than it has ever been,
and is the safest place in the world be-
cause of those who sacrificed in the
service of their country, and who do so
tonight.

But despite that sacrifice, there is a
war going on tonight. As we put our
children to sleep tonight, we have to
put them to sleep with the sure under-
standing that there are evil and per-
nicious people in the world who are
trying to do to us what Hitler and the
Japanese could not do to us with their
bombs and their armaments in World
War 11, could not do to us what the
former Soviet Union threatened to do
with us with their intercontinental
ballistic missiles in the Cold War,
could not do to us what foreign powers
have tried to do to us throughout our
history. That is to undermine and de-
stroy the sovereignty and sanctity of
our country. The way they are trying
to do it is pernicious, it is lethal, but it
is very quiet.

| pray that the night will never come
when we wake up and hear that mil-
lions of our fellow citizens have been
poisoned by their drinking water be-
cause the software that is supposed to
detect poison was hacked into.

| pray that we never wake up and
hear that thousands of people crashed
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to their death above airports because
of an intentional violation of our air
traffic control system.

| pray that we never wake up and
find financial chaos, and people with-
drawing their money from our banking
system because the money they
thought was safe and the records they
thought were accurate proved to be
neither.

| pray that we never wake up to a
country where, when we try to call our
police and fire and emergency manage-
ment personnel by dialing 911, we can-
not get through because someone has
deliberately interfered with that sys-
tem.

This is a reality. Now, thankfully, it
is a reality that our military and our
intelligence community are preparing
vigilantly to protect us against. It is
our job to give them the tools. But
there is immense preparation that still
must be done on this floor in legisla-
tion with our resources to both require
and incentivize our civilian sector to
meet the same standards of protection
as our military has met, and then to
give our military and law enforcement
the tools to apprehend those who do us
harm.

Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer that
this issue will become irrelevant be-
cause we will be so well prepared, but I
do not assume that that is the case.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). The Chair would remind all
Members to address their remarks to
the Chair and not the television audi-
ence.

ILLEGAL NARCOTICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MicA) is recognized for half the
remaining time until midnight, ap-
proximately 30 minutes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor of the House again at this late
hour to talk about an issue that | al-
ways try to address the House on Tues-
day nights on, and that is the question
or problem relating to illegal
narcotics.

It has been several weeks. We have
had some intervening business and
time away from the House of Rep-
resentatives, but some things have
happened, and | wanted to report on
my activities as chair of the Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice, Drug
Policy and Human Resources.
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I also wanted to highlight some of
the reports that have filtered through
the media on this subject and bring my
colleagues up to date on where we are
and where we are going.

Since | last addressed the House,
there have been some serious incidents
in our Nation. One that has sort of riv-
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eted and focused the attention of the
Congress and the American people was
a situation with a 6 year old killing a
6 year old. The method was by a gun,
and all the attention has focused on
the gun. But like many of the other
stories about tragedy in our society
today, they fail to focus on the real
problem, the situation that led to that
tragedy.

In this instance, we had a 6 year old
who, unfortunately, came from a crack
house setting. The belief is that the fa-
ther was in jail, a family without any
normal nuclear bounds, and a situation
where you had, I believe, a stolen weap-
on. No one focused that the root of the
problem was, indeed, illegal narcotics,
drug trafficking, drug addiction,
crimes related to illegal narcotics.

I had an opportunity to conduct, at
the request of Members, a hearing this
past week when the Congress was in re-
cess, traveled to Sacramento, the cap-
ital of California, and also down to San
Diego to visit our joint agency task
force operations in Alameda, California
to see how our war on drugs and our
problems with illegal narcotics in that
area of the country are progressing.

The story | heard in hearings in Cali-
fornia was as horrible as the death of
this 6 year old, but magnified many,
many times in stories of deaths of
young people that | had never heard of
and | am sure the American people had
not heard of.

We had testimony by a lady by the
name of Susan Webber Brown on one of
the occasions of hearing, and | believe
this was the one in Sacramento. Susan
Webber Brown, who is involved with a
program out there to help drug-ad-
dicted families, gave us some incred-
ible and powerful testimony.

She talked about a 15 month old who
overdosed on methamphetamine in
Rancho Cordova. That is a 15 month
old. A 5 month old tested positive for
methamphetamine and succumbs to
death with 12 rib fractures, a burned
leg, and scarred feet by a methamphet-
amine addict in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. Not killed with a gun, but mur-
dered by illegal narcotics.

She testified to a 13 month old who
died of heart trauma, broken spine, and
broken neck by a methamphetamine
addict. She was also raped and sod-
omized. This was in the California high
desert.

Susan Webber Brown testified about
a 25-month-old Oregon toddler who
overdosed on methamphetamine. She
testified to us about a 2 month old who
dies on methamphetamine, who had
methamphetamine in her system in
San Jose, California.

Another death that we did not read
about or was not publicized was the 2
year old who ate methamphetamine
from a baby food jar in Twentynine
Palms, California; a 14 month old who
drinks lye and water from a parent’s
methamphetamine laboratory, hos-
pitalized permanently with severe
organ damage in Fairfield, California;
a new baby who died from mother’s
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breast milk laced with methamphet-
amine in Orange County.

An 8-week-old, 11-pound boy dies
from methamphetamine  poisoning
found inside a baby bottle in Orange
County. An 8 year old watches and
hears mom die in a methamphetamine
laboratory in Oroville, California. A 6
month old overdoses, semicomatose,
seizing, and hospitalized who drank
methamphetamine from a bottle. A 4
year old who tested positive for meth-
amphetamine, beaten and hair pulled
out by the mom’s boyfriend in Chico,
California.

One of the worst stories that was told
and video pictures presented at our
hearing was of a young child, a young
girl who was beaten and tortured by
her parents who were both on meth-
amphetamine. When they finished
beating and torturing this child, Susan
Webber Brown told a stunned audience
that they basically scalded their
daughter to death, high on meth-
amphetamine.

Now, we have heard about a 6 year
old killing a 6 year old with a gun, but
we have not heard these stories of ba-
bies even younger being victimized.
Hidden behind the other stories are the
facts that this 6 year old, again, came
from a home setting, if one could call
it a home, of illegal narcotics.

I was absolutely shocked by the
methamphetamine epidemic in Cali-
fornia and the Midwest. | have held
hearings in Washington, and we have
talked about it. We have heard testi-
mony here about it. But until one
hears individuals, visits the locale, and
sees firsthand the damage that has
been done by methamphetamines, one
cannot imagine the damage that has
been done.

It is amazing that the President of
the United States, it is amazing that
the leadership of this country, it is
amazing that the media of this country
can focus on a tragedy like a 6 year old
shooting a 6 year old, not focus on the
root causes of that death and the
deaths | have cited here.

In fact, we are now up to 15,973 drug-
related deaths in this country. That is
the 1998 count, and the count continues
to skyrocket. Many of these are silent
deaths, not making the front page, not
being discussed in the talk shows or
the subject of the root causes of the
death and the tragedy, not coming for-
ward or part of the discussion. But I in-
tend to make it part of the discussion.

Methamphetamine production, traf-
ficking, and use has increased in our
rural communities and midsize cities,
according to a published paper that
came out January 26 this year. The re-
port stated that lab seizures, the drug
labs that were seized by the Drug En-
forcement Administration, have in-
creased sixfold in the past 5 years, from
263 seizures in 1994 to 1,627 labs in 1998.

We heard testimony, not only in Sac-
ramento, but also down in San Diego
about methamphetamine. We had law
enforcement officials who brought
methamphetamine to Sacramento and
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showed us that methamphetamine.
They know where most of it is coming
from or at least part of the main ingre-
dients of methamphetamine, and that
is Mexico. We know that the largest
amount of methamphetamine reaching
our country is coming through Mexico.

Unfortunately, we have not had a na-
tional strategy in place to deal with
the problem of methamphetamine or
other narcotics now coming through
Mexico. In fact, in the last several
weeks, this administration has, again,
certified Mexico. Mexico is now the
source of nearly 70 percent of the ille-
gal narcotics entering the United
States.
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Now, it is a fact that 70 to 75 percent
of the heroin and cocaine is produced
now in Colombia, but some 70 percent-
plus of the hard narcotics coming into
the United States, the vast majority of
illegal marijuana, is coming through
Mexico.

The United States Government and
the administration is required under
our Federal law to certify whether or
not a country is participating and co-
operating with doing two things: stop-
ping the production and also stopping
the traffic of illegal narcotics. This ad-
ministration says that Mexico is co-
operating on both accounts. I tend to
believe that that is not the case. | be-
lieve the administration acted in both
conflict with the facts and also con-
trary to the intent of the law that was
passed that requires an assessment of
cooperation and then gives the coun-
tries who do cooperate trade, finance,
and other aid benefits from the United
States.

So | think, in fact, this administra-
tion has misused the certification proc-
ess, particularly with a country like
Mexico that is failing to even meet
minimal requests of the United States
for cooperation in combating the pro-
duction and trafficking of illegal nar-
cotics.

In last week’s Washington Times
there is an article: ““Mexican Ruling
Party Soft on Drugs, Foe Said.”” There
are two major candidates for the Presi-
dency of Mexico and one is a gentleman
by the name of Vincente Fox. He is a
Conservative National Action Party
member. He said that, in fact, the cur-
rent administration in Mexico is in
league with the drug bosses, to use his
quote. They have been part of the prob-
lem. They have negotiated with the
narcos. And many PRI members have
been jailed for being narcos.

He went on to say that, in fact, Mex-
ico and this ruling party have made a
joke out of the certification law. He
said that this entire process has been
made a charade by Mexican officials.
Let me quote him. He said, “The gov-
ernment’s attitude was making a
mockery of the annual assessment by
Washington of efforts by Mexico and
other countries to combat drug traf-
ficking, a ritual known as certifi-
cation, which is widely resented in
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Mexico. This is just making a fool of
the United States, and this certifi-
cation business is no use at all.”

He went on to say, ‘“Each time cer-
tification comes around, the Mexican
government arrests two or three drug
bosses, puts them in jail, and acts as if
it is getting very serious with drug
trafficking,”” he said. ““Then certifi-
cation is awarded and the Mexican gov-
ernment forgets about the whole busi-
ness and does not think about it again
until the following year.”’

This is the comment of a gentleman
who may very well become the next
president of Mexico and one of the
leading officials there, attesting pub-
licly as to how Mexico and the current
government makes it a joke and makes
a fool of the United States in this proc-
ess.

I was so pleased, in fact | sent a per-
sonal note to our United States ambas-
sador, Jeffrey Davidow, who just pre-
vious to Mr. Fox’s pronouncement, the
candidate for the Mexican presidency,
had the courage to finally be one of the
first few Clinton administration offi-
cials to tell it like it is. He said, “The
fact is that the headquarters of drug
trafficking is in Mexico, just like the
headquarters of the mafia is in Sicily.”
Ambassador Davidow was speaking in
Spanish before a group of alumni of
Southern California in Mexico City. He
was very frank. This made all the pa-
pers down in Mexico.

But even the Mexicans are shocked
by recent events, which we also looked
at in our hearing in San Diego, where
just across the border, in Tijuana, just
a few days before we arrived there, the
chief of police, and this was actually
the second chief of police, was slaugh-
tered in an assassination. A brutal as-
sassination. And again, the second po-
lice chief so assassinated by drug lords
and drug gangs in that city.

In fact, Tijuana, which is located in
the Baja Peninsula, has been the scene
of not only corruption but now extreme
violence, with hundreds and hundreds
of drug-related murders. And Tijuana
has one of the highest murder rates of
any city in the Western Hemisphere.
And almost all of these slaughters are
done by drug traffickers. Yet this ad-
ministration has certified Mexico as
fully cooperating.

I have been a critic and, based on the
hearings that we have conducted, have
said that in Mexico, | believe from the
office of the president, the current
president, there is no doubt about the
past president, in fact the past presi-
dent’s family, Salinas, was involved in
narcotics trafficking and profits from
narcotics up to their eyeballs and
packed away hundreds of millions of
dollars in accounts around the world;
but even within the current president’s
office we have had evidence, both pub-
lic accusations and also behind closed
doors, and information about the level
of corruption all the way to that office.

I had said also to the attorney gen-
eral’s office, and | am not saying that
the attorney general or the President
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of Mexico personally are now involved,
but within those offices, the highest of-
fices of Mexico have in fact been cor-
rupted. | had repeated that not know-
ing that in fact the headlines would be
just a few days ago that in a box rented
to a senior official at the Federal at-
torney general’s office a public servant
with a modest salary had sitting
$700,000 in cash. That official com-
mitted suicide some few days ago. Yet
another example of tremendous
amounts of money involved in corrup-
tion at the highest level of Mexican of-
ficials’ offices.

I just read in the last 2 days that a
legal adviser to the Mexico City attor-
ney general’s office had been found
strangled in his home, along with his
two elderly sisters. They said that Sal-
vador Cordero, 64, had apparently been
tortured before he was Kkilled in his
home some 30 miles west of the Mexi-
can capital. Again, the rampant vio-
lence in Mexico, that corruption is now
leading to incredible acts of violence,
this has raised the concern of both of
the Mexican candidates for president.
And we heard the comments of one
Mexican high official, again a leading
candidate, and the joke they have
made out of the process of certification
that the United States relies on to try
to enlist cooperation from Mexico.
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Now, we have not asked a lot from
Mexico. We have asked that our DEA
agents be armed and adequately pro-
tect themselves, the limited number
that Mexico allows. That still has not
been granted. We have asked for a sign
and an executed maritime agreement.
That still has not been granted. We
have asked for the extradition of one
major drug lord from Mexico. To date
there has not been one Mexican na-
tional drug kingpin extradited to the
United States.

So the corruption, the Kkilling goes
on. The amounts of money in this cor-
rupt process are absolutely astounding.
Again, we held a hearing that docu-
mented from a former United States
Customs official that one Mexican gen-
eral had attempted in a sting operation
to place $1.1 billion in drug profits in
American financial institutions.

So the corruption is in the military,
it is in the President’s office, the At-
torney General and cabinet members’
office, in the police, in the States.

We saw in the Yucatan Peninsula,
Quintana Roo, which is the Yucatan
Province, we saw the governor there
who we knew was involved heavily in
drug trafficking and immune from
prosecution because of his status that
he holds in Mexico. They do not go
after sitting officials. And a few days
before he was to leave office, he fled
the country and has not been located.
But we know that the entire Yucatan
Peninsula and the government there is
run and directed by narco-traffickers;
and again this all has implications in
the United States, the methamphet-
amine coming in in unbelievable quan-
tity.
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We had testimony from officials in
Wisconsin and lowa, in addition to the
hearing that | held in California, talk-
ing about Mexican drug cartels oper-
ating in the Midwest bringing this
death and deadly destruction.

The effects of methamphetamine |
had no idea could destroy people in
such a fashion or cause such incredibly
savage behavior as we have heard in
these hearings.

Now, this is not a rocket scientist.
We know where illegal narcotics are
coming from. As | said, we have Colom-
bia, which is the source now of over 70
percent of the heroin and 70 percent of
the cocaine. It is interesting to note
that Colombia did not produce at the
beginning of the Clinton administra-
tion almost any heroin. There was
none produced in Colombia. There was
almost no coca produced in Colombia
at the beginning of the Clinton admin-
istration.

But | will be darned if this adminis-
tration, through one bungling act after
another, could not make Colombia into
the largest source of illegal narcotics.
Now, we are talking about producing.
We know that a hundred percent of all
the cocaine in the world comes from
Peru, Bolivia and Colombia.

Through a program instituted by the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT),
Mr. Zeliff, some of the others here who
worked on it in reinstituting source
country programs, we have been able
to cut production of cocaine and coca
in both Peru and Bolivia by some 60
percent.

In Colombia, this administration has
done everything possible to bungle and
thwart and stop assistance for inter-
national programs to aid Colombia in
dealing with illegal narcotics produc-
tion and trafficking. They have done
everything imaginable. And | will de-
tail those in just a minute. But those
illegal narcotics are coming up in traf-
ficking and now they form cartels with
Mexican traffickers and they are com-
ing up through the United States.

We know how this traffic pattern has
emerged. We also know what works and
what does not work. | cannot believe
the media and the garbage that they
continue to publish and the
misstatement that the war on drugs
has been a failure. And it is repeated
over and over.

The war on drugs existed in the
Reagan and the Bush administration.
The war on drugs was closed down by
the Clinton administration in some
very specific acts.

This chart, let us take just a minute
and look at the war on drugs. This was
the trend with Ronald Reagan and
George Bush, and we saw the long-term
trend in lifetime prevalence of drugs.

This is percentage of 12th graders, a
pretty good indication of where we are
going on the narcotics issue and use of
illegal narcotics, going down, down,
down. This is the beginning of the An-
dean strategy. This is the beginning of
the war on drugs bringing the military
in, the Vice President’s task force. And
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look at what happened to the use of il-
legal narcotics.

Then we have the election of Mr.
Clinton. Let me, if 1 can, quote some
facts on what took place with the elec-
tion of Mr. Clinton.

First of all, we have a question of
international programs to stop illegal
drugs at their source. That would be
source country programs. Look at this
here. Source country programs, inter-
national programs under Mr. Bush and
previously Mr. Reagan. We had in-
creases in 1993, 1994, 1995. And it does
take a little while to get a budget in
place for a new administration and a
new Congress. We are a little bit ahead
of the curve. But Federal drug spending
on international programs was cut 50
percent during the Democrat con-
trolled Congress from 1992 to 1994. Fifty
percent of that means to stop drugs at
their source. What we had been suc-
cessful in stopping drugs at their
source, they cut 50 percent.

On interdiction, which is the next
most cost-effective way to stop illegal
narcotics is to get the drugs not only
where they are produced at their
source, because that farmer is getting
a few dollars or a few pesos, and the
most effective thing is to stop the ille-
gal narcotics at the next level and that
is to interdict them.

You can interdict them through in-
telligence and provide that intelligence
to another country, which was part of
the strategy that we had with the Bush
and Reagan administration, very cost
effective. And then that country goes
after the plane or the trafficker, what-
ever, and stops it.

Federal drug spending on interdic-
tion was cut 33 percent during the
Democrat controlled Congress from
1992 to 1994. Again, part of the strategy
to close down the war on drugs. And
when you close down the war on drugs,
and you see the chart here, let us look
at this chart here for a moment, be-
cause you see us getting back up to in
1999, basically, if you look at dollars
and use 1991 or 1992 dollars to 1999, we
are back where we were at the end of
the Bush and Reagan administration
and their anti-narcotics programs.
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So basically some of the comments
and one of them that really irritated
me is a column by Marjorie Williams. |
do not know who she is but she put it
in the Washington Post Friday, March
10, and she said, despite two decades of
proof that interdiction and tough law
enforcement will do nothing to stop
the sale or use of drugs, this is the type
of trash that the media puts out and
convinces people that the war on drugs
is a failure. In fact, the war on drugs
was specifically closed down.

Let us go back up to this chart here.
Go back to this chart here. The Clinton
administration, go back to 1992, 1993,
they slashed, first of all, the drug
czar’s staff from 112 to 27. They cut the
source country programs, which | just
cited. If you put another one of these
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dots where they appointed Jocelyn EI-
ders as Surgeon General you can see
another little surge in use.

In 1994 and 1995, they stopped U.S. in-
telligence information-sharing with
Colombia and Peru and slashed the
U.S. military and Coast Guard anti-
narcotics program.

Is this showing that that is a war on
drugs? In fact, they dismantled the war
on drugs. In 1996 and 1997, they blocked
the antidrug assistance to Colombia.
They also distorted the program that
we have to certify countries as cooper-
ating, decertified Colombia without a
national interest waiver and blocked
and stopped the equipment getting to
Colombia.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). There being no other Member
claiming time, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MicA) is recognized for the
remainder of the hour.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, | will try not
to take that but as one can tell, | am
just getting warmed up tonight. | do
get excited about this issue, Mr. Speak-
er, because it has some incredible im-
pact, not only six year olds killing six
year olds but thousands and thousands
of lives lost across this country and
families destroyed by illegal narcotics.

We know what works in this effort.
We know what does not work. We know
that, again, the Clinton administration
blocked aid to Colombia and that is
why we are here in the next few weeks
and about to pass $1.7 billion, $1.5 bil-
lion, whatever we end up with, in aid to
Colombia, because the situation this
administration created by these spe-
cific actions has created such a dis-
aster. This is not something that just
jumped up on us. This is something
that was predicted in hearings, and I
participated in some of those hearings.

| took out a quote not from me but a
quote from the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN) and he says, ‘““‘As you
recall, as of May 1, 1994, the Depart-
ment of Defense decided unilaterally to
stop sharing realtime intelligence re-
garding aerial traffic in drugs with Co-
lombia and Peru. Now, as | understand
it, that decision, which has not been
completely resolved, has thrown diplo-
matic relations with the host countries
into chaos.” The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN) said this August 2,
1994, the beginning of the end of the
situation in Colombia, the beginning of
presenting this Congress and the Amer-
ican people with a bill for $1.7 billion,
a direct action of this administration
to close down sharing that informa-
tion. Not only did they do this in 1994,
they turned around and did it again,
according to a GAO report that | asked
be conducted of the current operations
the last couple of years in that region.
I received a report in December, just a
few months ago, that the administra-
tion, despite the requests of their ap-
pointed ambassador in Peru to in-
crease, again, the surveillance, who
said that if you do not do this you will
get more cocaine produced, even
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though the Congress and the Repub-
lican Congress put into effect a very ef-
fective eradication and crop substi-
tution program, in spite of what we
had done their own ambassador said,
hey, do not do this again, or do not do
this in fact; you will have problems.

In fact, we have seen an increase in
production because, again, they made
the same mistake just in the last 24
months that they made in 1994. We saw
this coming. We asked them not to do
it.

Let me also bring up another head-
line, 1994. How do we get ourselves into
these incredible situations? This is
Thursday, August 4, Washington Post,
U.S. Refusal to Share Intelligence in
Drug War Is Called Absurd.

We did it in 1994, we cut off aid and
assistance. Was this a partisan attack,
something the Republicans did? | cited
my colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. HORN), a fellow Repub-
lican. These are the comments of RoB-
ERT TORRICELLI who at that time was
chairman of the Subcommittee on For-
eign Affairs on the Western Hemi-
sphere and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), chairman of the
Subcommittee on International Secu-
rity, denounced as absurd the adminis-
tration’s argument that current law
might expose U.S. officials to prosecu-
tion. They distorted the law with some
liberal interpretations to close down
information-sharing to stop going after
drug traffickers, basically sharing in-
formation allowing the other countries
to, if necessary, shoot down these
planes.

There is nothing more effective than
shooting down drug traffickers to stop
illegal narcotics. These are direct ac-
tions that got us into this situation
today. These are the actions that re-
quire a 1.6, 1.7, who knows how many
billion dollars, to get us out of this pre-
dicament. Colombia produces and that
area around Colombia produces 20 per-
cent of our oil supply, and if you have
paid for gasoline lately you can see
why the source of oil production is a
strategic value to the United States.

What is interesting is that, back to
Mexico for a minute, | received these
reports from DEA on heroin production
and they can tell us where heroin is
coming from on what is called a signa-
ture program. It is almost sort of like
reading DNA from a blood test, and
they can tell me almost the country
and the field that heroin is grown from.
You have to remember again that the
policy of this administration allowed
in 6 or 7 years a country which pro-
duced no heroin, they did not produce
any heroin, any poppies at the begin-
ning of the Clinton administration in
Colombia, and this shows now South
American production, by 1997 they got
it up to 75 percent of the heroin seized
in the United States came from Colom-
bia. That is where it is coming from.
Fourteen percent came from Mexico.

This administration just certified in
the last few weeks Mexico fully cooper-
ating. That means they are helping re-
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duce production and reduce trafficking.
Two criteria, reduce production, reduce
trafficking. | got the report from 1998.
You have not read about this. No one
will talk about this. Mexico is up to 17
percent. Now, simple mathematics will
say that is a 20 percent increase in pro-
duction. It shows a slight decrease in
America but we are getting more from
the country that the administration
just certified, Mexico; in fact, a 20 per-
cent increase Iin heroin production in
one year.

This, again, does not require a rocket
scientist to know where the heroin is
coming from. We know that it is com-
ing from Colombia. We know it is com-
ing from Mexico. We heard it in the
hearings this past week in California,
which is also seeing a recurrence and
proliferation of extremely deadly and
high purity heroin in addition to in-
credible volumes of methamphetamine.
This is from the country the adminis-
tration just certified, where corruption
is so rampant, where the leading can-
didate says, ha, ha, we made a fool out
of the United States in its own process
that grants trade, finance, benefits to
Mexico.

These are the headlines that we see
now with a country that the adminis-
tration just certified: Drugs Flood in
From Mexico. This is not necessarily a
conservative publication the last time
| checked, the Washington Post. “‘In-
crease in traffic on land and sea alarms
U.S. officials,” and it should alarm
U.S. officials because the U.S. officials
are the ones that allowed it to get into
that situation.

Let me show this chart.
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This is part of a chart from a report
that 1 also requested from GAO. This
report, given to me just a few weeks
ago, shows me that assets DOD contrib-
utes to reducing illegal drug supply
have declined.

If you look at the red here, these are
provided by DOD, and these are re-
quested by SOUTHCOM. SOUTHCOM is
our Southern Command, which is ask-
ing for surveillance assistance, or to
conduct surveillance, and equipment
and resources to conduct surveillance.
Requested by SOUTHCOM, requested
by SOUTHCOM, 1997, 1998, 1999, re-
quested by SOUTHCOM. This is what
they got.

This is a war on drugs by destroying
any effort to have combat, and to have
combat the first basic thing you need
to do is stop the activity at its source.
Then the next thing you would do is
get surveillance and information. This
report told me that the surveillance
flights declined 68 percent from 1992 to
1999, 68 percent in surveillance, and
this shows even less attention by this
administration to stop drugs at their
source or do anything about it, and a 62
percent reduction in maritime activ-
ity, anti-narcotic activity by the ad-
ministration.

So what you have had is a closing
down of any semblance of a war on

March 14, 2000

drugs, and this is in spite of the fact
that this Republican Congress, which
took over in 1995, has done some very
positive things in trying to restart the
war on drugs. In fact, we have been
successful in that effort, which Mr.
Zeliff and now the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Speaker HASTERT) went down per-
sonally and began the efforts to start
the eradication of cocaine in Peru and
Bolivia, and that program has shown
some 60 to 65 percent reduction in just
several years. Speaker HASTERT and
the Republican Congress led an effort
for a supplemental appropriation that
put $800 million into the anti-narcotics
effort. That is where you saw that
bump up. But even with the money
there, the funds are diverted, the re-
ported by DOD tells us, from the war
on drugs. Even our vice president has
taken some of the assets | have found
for surveillance, our AWACS, and di-
verted them to check oil spills in Alas-
ka.

So the resources that the Congress
appropriates and tries to get to Colom-
bia, including $300 million of assistance
which we appropriated a year before
last October, those assets still have not
gotten there.

Most of the money was for
Blackhawk helicopters which can be
used for eradication or going after drug
traffickers in the high altitudes. We
know where the stuff is grown; we
know who is trafficking. If you have
the capability, and the Colombians
have the capability, just like President
Fujimora had the capability and went
after drug traffickers, wiped them out,
stopped the destabilization, the terror
in that country, which was also fi-
nanced and run by drug traffickers, the
same thing can be done in Colombia,
but we cannot get even the basic equip-
ment we funded over a year ago there.

Most of that, as | said, was in several
of these helicopters we have tried to
get to the national police force there,
and this administration, in fact, is the
gang that can’t shoot straight. They
cannot even get the helicopters there.
In fact, the helicopters that were sent
there sat on the tarmac and did not
have the armoring that could be used.
In one of the greatest fiascoes of this
entire effort by this administration,
they delivered the ammunition that
should have gone 2 or 3 years ago to
Colombia to the back door of the State
Department loading dock during the
holidays. This in fact is an effort that
has been a disaster by this administra-
tion.

Every time | think the administra-
tion cannot bungle anything else, I am
shocked. | was shocked to have people
come in from my locale today and show
me their pre-census mailing that was
sent out. This administration that runs
our census, that is a scary thought
right there, sent out 120 million mail-
ings, and sent out the wrong Zip Code
on all 120 million of them. One of my
cities they sent out the wrong name to
the entire city in Florida. When | think
that they cannot possibly bungle it any
further, | am always amazed.
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This is, again, a very sad story for
the United States, because we have a
good friend and a good neighbor in
Mexico, wonderful people. They are
tremendously gifted. They are hard-
working, dedicated people, and their
country has been taken over by drug
traffickers, and those drug traffickers
are so emboldened that now they are
offering rewards and bounties on
United States agents, $200,000 reward as
reported by drug traffickers. This is
how emboldened they have gotten. This
is from the country that has been cer-
tified as cooperating in this war on
drugs.

Again we find this administration,
the gang that can’t shoot straight or
get a war on drugs together, in The
Washington Post, March 13, just a few
days ago, U.S. officials cite trend in
Colombia. Lack of air support hin-
dering drug war.

Well, my friends, there has been no
drug war, as you can see, since 1993,
with the exception of what the Repub-
lican majority has been able to get in
dribbles and drabs and in spite of the
bureaucrats who have fought us every
inch of the way, in spite of the admin-
istration who has blocked aid, assist-
ance, ammunition, anything that you
could possibly use in a war on drugs
from getting to the source.

Finally, now the situation has dete-
riorated so that even this administra-
tion is coming forth with a very expen-
sive plan, and it is an expensive plan
because they made very costly mis-
takes. This is also a repetitive mis-
take, because of lack of air support and
the surveillance that is so incredible
for any type of mission, military or
anti-narcotics mission. And our mili-
tary does not fire or fight in this war
on drugs or arrest people. They merely
provide surveillance and information.
In this case we are not asking for
United States troops or anyone to go in
there. We are only asking to get that
information to countries that are be-
seeched by drug traffickers like Colom-
bia, like Peru, and like Bolivia.

It is a very difficult situation we
have been put in. I know there are
some Members who are concerned
about expending those dollars in this
effort. Some are concerned on the Re-
publican side of the aisle because we
have attempted to spend money on a
real war on drugs, and every dollar we
have spent has either been diverted or
not gotten to the source, or handled in
such an incompetent manner that
nothing is accomplished. That does
bring some criticism from the Repub-
lican side of the aisle.

The other side of the aisle, we hear
the human rights concerns. | share
human rights concerns. Anyone who
commits human rights abuses should
be held accountable, and whether it is
from paramilitary right-wing extrem-
ists, or from left-wing terrorists on the
communist-socialist side, the murder
they commit is not justified and should
not be tolerated. But both of these ac-
tivities | am told are financed in Co-
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lombia by narco-terrorists, people who
are living and also promoting their
criminal, murderous behavior with the
proceeds and supported by the profits
from illegal narcotics.
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That has destabilized Colombia.
There have been 35,000 people killed in
that war; there have been over 800,000
in just 2 years, displaced as many as
Kosovo; and Kosovo | do not know has
imported any drugs or produced any
drugs that is killing 15,700 Americans
in 1998 and destroying thousands and
thousands of lives, so certainly this is
in our national interest to proceed.

So | appeal to my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle. | am sorry that it is
so difficult for this administration to
learn lessons of what it takes. | am so
sorry that they have also convinced
the media that the war on drugs is a
failure. We, in fact, have doubled the
amount of money for treatment. We
need even more treatment. But those
liberal, the liberal programs, in fact,
do not work. We know that tough en-
forcement programs, the Rudy Guiliani
programs. Rudy Guiliani, just stop and
think about this, took office and over
2,200 people died in murders in the
years in which he assumed office. That
figure was down in the 600 range.
Tough enforcement works.

Take another example, the liberal
Mayor Schmoke who turned his back,
instituted a needle exchange program,
had liberal narcotics policies in Balti-
more. Baltimore had 312 deaths, mur-
ders in Baltimore in 1997; they had 312
in 1998; and they had 60,000 heroin and
drug addicts in Baltimore; 60,000, one
in eight a city council member told the
press, one in eight. Imagine, taking
that model and imposing it on the rest
of the United States. Think of one in
eight Americans under a liberal policy
for narcotics. We could do that and we
would have one incredible society. We
think it is expensive to support 2 mil-
lion people in our prisons; imagine sup-
porting somewhere in the neighborhood
of 40 million Americans as drug ad-
dicts. It is not a pleasant thought.

So we know it works. We know we
can stop drugs at their source. Richard
Nixon did it; the Chinese have done it.
We have done it in Peru and Bolivia;
we can do it in Colombia. We can also
cooperate with others, even the United
Nations; and Pino Arlacchi who heads
the United Nations Office of Drug Con-
trol Policy, the former Italian pros-
ecutor who helped rub out organized
crime, and who we have worked so ef-
fectively with the last couple of years
since he took office in stopping the rest
of the drugs at their source in Afghani-
stan and Burma, in Colombia and other
countries where we do not have the
best relations. But a simple plan; not a
great deal of money needs to be ex-
pended. Because we could put 100,000 a
year; we could put 500,000 more police
on the streets, and we will not get it
all, but we know we can stop it cost ef-
fectively at its source.
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If we do not have tough enforcement,
it does not work. If we do not have
tough prosecution, it does not work. It
is unfortunate that we do have so many
Americans hooked on illegal narcotics
and so many have succumbed to the
philosophy that if it feels good, do it;
and they have become addicted and
victims in this whole disaster that has
rained terror on the United States and
so many of our families.

Mr. Speaker, the hour is late. | hope
to come back and finish and also up-
date the House on additional informa-
tion we have received, our sub-
committee has received. We look for-
ward to working with Members on both
sides of the aisle, both in passage of
this Colombian effort, plan Colombia
in our efforts to rid our Nation of ille-
gal narcotics and also assist other
countries in stopping the production
and trafficking of hard drugs.

We also look forward to enhancing
our treatment programs and rewarding
programs that do a good job and en-
couraging our young people not to take
the path of illegal narcotics and the
path of death and destruction of their
lives.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BOosSweLL (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of a
death in the family.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on
account of official business in the dis-
trict.

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today on account of official
business in the district.

Mr. REYES (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today on account of official
business in the district.

Mr. GONzALEZ (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POMEROY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. POMEROY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. CLAYTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
today.

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, for 5 minutes,
today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. SCHAFFER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes,
March 16.

for 5 minutes,
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Mr. JoNEs of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, today and March 15.

Mr. HUNTER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
March 15.

Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, March
15.

Mr. METCALF, for 5 minutes, today.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. RAMSTAD, for 5 minutes, March
15.

(The following Members (at their own
request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

March 14, 2000
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, | move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 56 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, March 15, 2000, at 10 a.m.

e ———

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports and amended reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for official foreign travel dur-
ing the first, second, third, and fourth quarters of 1998 and 1999, by Committees of the U.S. House of Representatives, and
for miscellaneous groups in connection with official foreign travel during the calendar year 2000 are as follows:

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 AND

MAR. 31, 1998
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2

Caleb McCarry 1/30  Cuba 729.00 729.00
969.00 969.00
Grover JOSeph REES ........c..cooevvvemvvverrireereresssii 1/25  Peru 1,414.00 1,414.00
Commercial airfare 2,846.00 2,846.00
Hon. Alcee Hastings .........cooceeeveeeeennrieneiinsieenins 2/21  Austria 528.00 528.00
Commercial airfare 3,911.69 3911.69
Hon. Doug BEreUter ..........cocoeevvervemrieeereniiesinnes 2/21  lsrael 1,154.00 1,154.00
Commercial airfare 2,110.11 2,110.11
Hon. Howard Berman .........o.coooevmmmreenserevnnnrennns 2/21  lsrael 1,684.00 1,684.00
Commercial airfare 6,265.00 6,265.00
Richard Kessler 2121 lsrael 1,684.00 1,684.00
Commercial airfare 4,993.00 4,993.00
Hon. Bob Clement ... 1/6 Italy 796.00 796.00
1/8 Macedoni 372.00 372.00
1/9 Azerbaijan 346.00 346.00
1/12 Belgium 170.00 170.00
Richard Garon 1/15  Syria 751.00 751.00
Commercial airfare ... cveveeceecens 3,329.22 3,329.22
Michael Van DUSEN ......ocvveerreerenrceenrisensessensiis 1/12 1/15  Syria 801.00 801.00
1/15 1/16  Cyprus 146.00 146.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevevceeeees 4,789.17 4,789.17
Hon. DOug BErEULET .......cvveeereerereeerrireeseisessiinnns 177 1/11  South Korea 912.00 912.00
1/12 1/18  Australia 1,655.00 1,655.00
Commercial airfare 2,434.00 2,434.00
1/25  England 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare 583.44 583.44
Mark Gage 17 Kazakhstan 944.00 944.00
................. Uzbekistan 702.00 702.00
Turkmenistan 944.00 944.00
Commercial airfare 6,319.00 6,319.00

Hon. Amo Houghton 1/10  South Korea
Hon. Eni F.H. Faleomavaega . 1/10  South Korea 912.00 912.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceceeeees 3,269.00 3,269.00
Carol Reynold: 1/5 1/11  South Korea 1,153.00 1,153.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcececeees 3,825.00 3,825.00
Cliff Kupchan 1/4 1/7 Kazakhstan 1,014.00 1,014.00
171 1710 Uzbekistan 772.00 772.00
1710 1/13  Turkmenistan 1,014.00 1,014.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeeee 6,319.00 6,319.00
Grover JOSEPh REES ......ccvvrrevrrrereerisenrerssnsiianns 2117 2/20  Marshall Islands 740.00 740.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceceeeee 4,787.98 4,787.98
Paul Berkowitz 2/17 2/20  Marshall Islands 614.88 614.88
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeee 4,229.00 4,229.00
Deborah Bodland 173 1710 lsrael 2,149.00 2,149.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcvceeeees 4,721.00 4,721.00
Hon. Eni F.H. Faleomavaega ..........coccooemrevrrerrev 1/12 /13 Mal 162.00 162.00
Commercial airfare 3,957.56 3,957.56
John Mackey 1/15  Colombia 352.00 352.00
Commercial airfare 1,752.00 1,752.00
Peter Brookes 171 Thailand 380.00 380.00
1/12 Vietnam 1,140.00 1,140.00
1/15  Cambodia 620.00 620.00
1717 Malaysi 224.00 224.00
1720 Indonesi 591.00 591.00
Commercial airfare 4,888.50 4,888.50
Kristen Gilley 17 Thailand 380.00 380.00
1/12 Vietnam 1,140.00 1,140.00
1/15  Cambodia 560.00 560.00
1/17  Malaysi 224.00 224.00
1720 Indonesi 591.00 591.00
Commercial airfare 4,888.50 4,888.50
Elana Broitman 171 Thailand 380.00 380.00
1/9 Vietnam 382.18 382.18
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcreeeeees 3,586.00 3,586.00
John Mackey 2/15 2/19  South Africa 635.00 635.00
2/29 2/21  Nigeria 515.00 515.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeeeees 6,289.20 6,289.20
Cliff Kupchan 2/15 2/19  South Africa 635.00 635.00
2/19 2/21  Nigeria 515.00 515.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeeeees 6,289.20 6,289.20
Lester Munson 2/15 2/19  South Africa 635.00 635.00
2/19 2/21  Nigeria 515.00 515.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeecees 6,289.20 6,289.20
Vincent Morelli 1/19 1/21  Nicaragua 297.50 297.50
Commercial airfare ... cvevceceeeees 1,547.00 1,547.00
Paul Bonicelli 1/19 1/21  Nicaragua 297.50 297.50
1721 1/23  El Salvador 150.00 150.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcvceeeees 1,538.00 1,538.00
David Adams 1/19 1/21  Nicaragua 297.50 297.50
1721 1/23  El Salvador 150.00 150.00
Commercial airfare ... cveveveeeeee 1,538.00 1,538.00
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AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 AND
MAR. 31, 1998—Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
parture currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Michael Ennis 177 Sri Lanka 584.00 584.00
1/12 India 923.00 923.00
1/15  Pakistan 555.00 555.00
Commercial airfare 6,939.00 6,939.90
Richard Kessler 177 Sri Lanka 584.00 584.00
/12 India 1,179.00 1,179.00
1/15  Pakistan 555.00 555.00
Commercial airfare 6,939.90 6,939.90
Robert Hathaway ..o 177 Sri Lanka 584.00 584.00
/12 India 944.00 944.00
1/15  Pakistan 555.00 555.00
Commercial airfare 6,939.90 6,939.90
John Walker RODEIS ........ocveveveveveeveveenmrereresesasnreens 1/12 India 1,202.00 1,202.00
1/15  Pakistan 555.00 555.00
Commercial airfare 6,447.90 6,447.90
Hon. Benjamin Gilman 1/18  Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/20  France 598.00 598.00
Hon. lleana Ros-Lehtinen ... 1/15 1/18  Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/18 1/20  France 598.00 598.00
Commercial @irfare ... cvvvcecceeees 377.20 371.20
Hon. Kevin Brady ........ccccoooevuemrveeeenriesiieeseeeis 1/16 1/18  Belgium 568.00 568.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeeverveiniiiens e 5,069.21 5,069.21
Hon. Robert WEXIET .......ccvoevveenrereeeriieesiiesnriin 1/15 1/18  Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/18 1/20  France 598.00 598.00
1720 1/22  Poland 556.00 556.00
Richard Garon 1/15 1/18  Belgium 792.00 792.00
1/18 1/20  France 548.00 548.00
1720 1/22  Poland 506.00 506.00
Francis Record 1/18 1/20  France 498.00 498.00
1720 1/22  Poland 406.00 406.00
Commercial @Irfare ... cerernri 1,871.00 1,871.00
Hillel Weinberg 1/15 1/18  Belgium 572.00 572.00
1/18 1/20  France 532.00 532.00
1720 1/22  Poland 344.00 344.00
Robert King 1/15 1/18  Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/18 1/20  France 598.00 598.00
1/20 1/22  Poland 556.00 556.00
Linda Solomon 1/15 1718 Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/18 1/20  France 598.00 598.00
1720 1/22  Poland 556.00 556.00
Parker Brent 1/15 1/18  Belgium 852.00 852.00
1/18 1/20  France 598.00 598.00
1720 1/22  Poland 556.00 556.00
CommMittee total .....oeeeeeeeererersrsssrsssereieieens v [0SR R— 142,848.78 203,484.34

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND
JUNE 30, 1998

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Gary ACKErMaN ..........ccccoovveveemrvenrreniieninnes 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 4/7 Argentina 546.00 546.00
47 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
Commercial @irfare .......oooccooovvvommerecissneiiinis e 1,360.76 1,360.76
5/23 5/26  Israel 1,260.00 1,260.00
David Adams 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 477 Argentina 546.00 546.00
47 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
5/24 5/27  Japan (-7 L) — 5,449.00 6,127.00
5/21 5/31  South Korea 848.00 848.00
Curtis Banks 511 5/9 Costa Rica 468.00 468.00
Hon. Cass Ball 4/2 4/3 Colombia 242.00 242.00
473 4/5 Chile 328.00 328.00
4/5 47 Argentina 311.00 311.00
47 4/9 Peru 380.00 380.00
Brent Parker 472 43 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 47 Argentina 546.00 546.00
47 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
5/23 526 Israel 1,260.00 1,260.00
Deborah Bodland 5/23 5/26  Israel 1,260.00 1,260.00
Elana Broitman 1 4/9 China 1,344.00 ... 4,113.00 5,457.00
Peter Brookes 5/24 5/27  Japan 678.00 ... 5,449.00 6,127.00
5/27 5/31  South Korea 823.00 823.00
Hon. Pat Danner ..........coovececeevessmmmsescnenenccecnennens 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
473 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
475 471 Argentina 546.00 546.00
47 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
Hon. Eni Fal g 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 417 Argentina 546.00 546.00
477 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
Rich Garon 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 498.00 498.00
4/5 47 Argentina 496.00 496.00
a7 4/9 Peru 552.00 552.00
57 5/9 Costa Rica 398.00 398.00

5/23 5/26  Israel 1,080.00 1,080.00
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AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND
JUNE 30, 1998—Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar

Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent

P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Kristen Gilley 472 4/9 China 1,294.00 1,244.00
4/9 4/11  Hong Kong 684.05 ... 4,557.00 5,241.05
Hon. Benjamin Gilman 472 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 4/7 Argentina 546.00 546.00
47 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
nooB i v

srael ,260. ,260.
Hon. Alcee Hastings . 4/23 4/25  Spain 645.00 i 3,718.43 4,363.43
Robert Hathaway 5/24 5/26  China 514.00 514.00
5/26 5/30  North Korea 651.00 .o 4,527.00 5,178.00
9 or Sk 26200 26200

outh Korea . X
John Herzberg 4/2 477 Bosnia 1,505.00 oo, 4,161.00 5,666.00
477 48 Croatia 262.00 262.00
wood ne n

roatia . X
9% o0 Begr i — o 300

elgium . .
Celes Hughes 5/25 5/28  Austria 513.00 i 5,351.84 5,864.84
5/28 5/30  Belgium 440.00 440.00
Kenneth Katzman ... 5/23 526 Israel 1,182.71 1,182.71
Allison Kiernan 5/23 526 Israel 1,260.00 1,260.00
Hon. Robert King ..........ccccocoooveiiimiiesmmsmscicicncncnncnccn 5/23 526 Israel 1,260.00 1,260.00
Mark Kirk 41 4/9 Bosnia 2,750.00 s 5,602.00 8,352.00

4/10 4/14  Yugoslavia

3;}2 Z%g }srz&el 1,200.00 1,200.00

ordan ,200. ,200.
Clifford Kupchan .........cccccooovccieveissscsssciescnccceecneenes 4/2 4/7 Bosnia 1,505.00 i 4,161.00 5,666.00
477 48 Croatia 301.00 301.00
48 4/9 Bosnia 301.00 301.00
4/10 4/14  Serbia/M 0 293.00 293.00
John Mackey 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 4/7 Argentina 546.00 546.00
477 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
4/16 4/16  Colombia 243.00 243.00
woom i e

taly i .
5/30 6/1 Ireland 39330 s 2,295.00 2,688.30
Caleb McCarry 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 4/7 Argentina 546.00 546.00
T - i i

osta Rica . .
Stephen Rademak 5/24 5/26  China 514.00 ... 4,527.00 5,041.00
5/26 5/30  North Korea 1,016.00 1,016.00
S o S 26200 262 00

outh Korea . .
Grover J0SEph RES .........cccooovevvciessssiscsnsnsencnrcncenes 5/25 5/27  Indonesi 494.00 ... 4,549.00 5,043.00
Francis Record 5124 5/27  Japan 628.00 ... 5,452.0 6,080.00
5/27 5/31  South Korea 648.00 648.00
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher ... 4/5 4/8 Taiwan 805.00 oo 2,968.02 3,773.02
Ma s W "l 10700
4/15 4/17  Philippi 198.00 198.00
Kimberly RODEIS .......coovrvvoereereerceeeecssesessesrennnns 4/2 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
473 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
4/5 4/7 Argentina 546.00 546.00
477 4/9 Peru 612.00 612.00
Hon. Marshall Sanford ..........cccccccccouemincieinicnceecnenncns 472 4/3 Colombia 271.00 271.00
4/3 4/5 Chile 548.00 548.00
A T £12.00 £12.00

eru . X
Hon. Christopher Smith ... 5/25 5/27  Indonesi 49400 ... 4,601.00 5,095.00
Hillel Weinberg 5/25 5/28  Austria 483.00 ... 5,351.84 5,834.84
5/28 5/30  Belgium 410.00 410.00
CommMittee total ..ooeveveeeeeerermmrcressssssricreieens e [sRIT T R 83,545.73 146,939.79

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND
SEPT. 30, 1998

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
David Adams 8/10 8/12 Vi | 265.00 oo 4,162.50 4,427.50
8/13 8/15  Argentina 966.00 966.00
Paul Bonicelli 8/10 8/12  Venezuela 265.00 e 4,162.50 4,427.50
8/13 8/15  Argentina 966.00 966.00

Hon. Matt Salmon ..........ccccccovevecvevevmimmscscncncnccecicnnn 711 16 Israel 1719.00 oo 5,544.00 7,263:00
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AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND
SEPT. 30, 1998—Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departur Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
parture currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
Hillel Weinberg /1 718 Israel 31,087.00 o 5,169.99 6,256.99
Kristen Gilley /6 /8 Czech Republic 450.00 450.00
18 7/11  United Kingdom 1,260.00 6,115.47 137547
Mark Kirk 6/30 /5 Yugoslavi 3850.00 5,796.00 6,646.00
/6 719 Czech Republic 3450.00 450.00
719 7/11  United Kingdom 31,260.00 1,260.00
Richard Garon 6/30 7/4  Yugoslavi 550.00 4,171.18 4,721.18
John Herzberg 6/30 7/4  Yugosl 550.00 4,171.18 4,721.18
Maria Pica 6/30 714 Yugos! 500.00 4,171.18 4,671.18
Lester Munson 8/23 8/26  South Africa 532.00 7,532.80 8,064.80
8/26 8/28 imbab 368.00 368.00
Peter M 8/23 8/26  South Africa 3434.00 7,454.93 7,888.93
8/26 8/28  Zimbab 3552.00 552.00
Hon. Eni Fal 6/27 13 French Polynesia 10545 3,163.52 3,268.97
Caleb McCarry 8/11 8/13  Haiti 907.00 907.00
Denis MCDONOUZN ...cveveveeeeeerermrmmamsessseeeerereeeeeeeeees 8/12 8/16  Cuba 375.00 s 1,387.39 1,762.39
8/16 8/20  Mexico 31,027.00 1,027.00
Hon. Jay Kim 8/9 8/15  South Korea 1,484.00 s 3,999.00 5,483.00
Ronald Crump 8/9 8/15  South Korea 1,484.00 .o 4,087.00 5,571.00
Hon. Alcee Hastings .........coooeovvvereeoereereiesieeeis 8/9 8/12  Jordan 829.00 829.00
8/13 8/14  Turkey 452.00 452.00
8/15 8/16  Kyrgyzstan 558.00 558.00
8/17 8/18  Mongoli 354.00 354.00
8/19 8/20  China 552.00 552.00
8/21 8/23  South Korea 524.00 524.00
Mark Gage 8/9 8/12  Jordan 3779.00 779.00
8/13 8/14  Turkey 3422.00 422.00
8/15 8/16  Kyrgyzstan 3478.00 478.00
8/17 8/18  Mongoli 3329.00 329.00
8/19 8/20  China 3261.00 261.00
8/21 8/23  South Korea 3484.00 484.00
Mark Gage 6/28 112 Ukraine R 1) 4,736.18 5,349.18
712 /6 Moldova 3613.00 613.00
Elana Broitman 6/29 112 Ukraine 3700.00 4,509.17 5,209.17
Clifford KUpChan ..........eveceesesesssssscicnencccnncnennens 6/28 112 Ukraine 3680.00 4,736.18 5416.18
112 /6 Moldova 3680.00 680.00
Paul Berkowitz 7/18 7/21  Germany 600.00 5511.11 6,111.11
8/10 8/18  India 2,201.00 5,850.52 8,051,52
8/19 8/20  Nepal
8/20 8/21  Thailand 190.00 190.00
Stephen Rademak 718 7/10  Panama 334.00 1,323.00 1,657.00
8/3 8/4 Canada 184.00 293.61 477.61
John Mackey 18 7/10  Panama 334.00 1323.00 1,657.00
Thomas Sheehy 6/28 7/4 Congo 1,240.00 7,179.77 8419.77
714 7/6 Uganda 310.00 310.00
Gregory Simpki 6/28 114 Congo 7,179.77 8,419.77
/4 /6 Uganda 310.00
Amos Hoch 6/28 7/4 Congo 7,179.77 8419.77
714 7/6 Uganda 310.00
Jodi ChriStIaNSEN ......cvvveevereceeeseseeeessiseesiissseens 6/28 114 Congo 7,179.77 8,419.77
/4 716 Uganda 310.00
Hon. Christopher Smith .........ccoooovverriereereeis 8/13 8/16  Thailand 706.00 1,466.00
G. Joseph Rees 1 79 Czech Republic 4,988.22 541822
719 7/11  Switzerland 500.00
8/13 8/18  Thailand 3,858.00 4,618.00
8/18 8/21  Philippi 594.00
Robert King 7/4 1 Germany 1,203.11 2,119.11
1 7/10  Czech Republic 716.52 o 1,562.52
7/10 7/14  Poland 1,112.00
Lester Munson 18 7/12  Morocco 4,834.25 5,281.45
/12 7/13  Algeria
Celes Hughes /8 7/12  Morocco 4720 e 4,834.25 5,281.45
/12 7/13  Algeria
Maria Pica 8/10 8/13  China 3718.00 e 4,846.00 5,564.00
8/13 8/19  North Korea 31,028.00 1,028.00
8/19 8/24  China 408.00 408.00
Mark Kirk 8/10 8/13  China 828.00 ..o 4,846.00 5,674.00
8/13 8/19  North Korea 1,428.00 1,428.00
8/19 8/24  China 408.00 408.00
Peter Brookes 8/10 8/13  China 828.00 ... 4,846.00 5,674.00
8/13 8/19  North Korea 1,428.00 1,428.00
8/19 8/24  China @
Committee total ... v 50,736.85  .oociciiiiiiii 163,959.32 oo 716.52 oo 215,412.69

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Represents refund of unused per diem.
BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Feb. 8, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND

DEC. 31, 1998
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
p currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Cass Ball 11729 12/1 Nicaragua 374.00 74.00
Paul Berkowitz 12/7 12/10  Taiwan 934.50 934.50
12/10 12/12 Hong Kong 694.00 694.00
12/12 12/15  Thailand 3720.00 720.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevcercemcieieies eveeriennns 4,266.46 4,266.46
Hon. Cass Ball 12/1 12/2 Mexico 3188.99 188.99
12/2 12/4 El Salvador 330.00 30.00
12/4 12/6 Nicaragua 3176.25 176.25
Paul Berkowitz 12/3 12/4 India 365.25 365.25
12/4 12/1 Nepal 712.00 712.00
12/8 12/10  Bhutan 312.00 312.00
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Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent

P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2

12/11 12/13  India 385.00 385.00
Commercial Qirfare ............coooeovoeeciciee e 7,408.70 7,408.70
Deborah Bodland 11/15 11719 Qatar 900.00 900.00
Commercial airfare ... cvoicreeceee 5,697.90 5,697.90
Deborah Bodland 1212 12/6 England 1,416.00 1,416.00
Malik Chaka 12/3 12/6 Senegal 687.50 687.50
Commercial airfare 4,220.78 4,220.78
Jodi ChriStIANSEN ...ooovveverereveriieereesseseesisseens 12/1 Nicaragua 187.50 187.50
Theodros Dagne 11725  Cote d'lvoire 625.00 625.00
11/28  Ghana 3634.00 634.00
12/1 Nigeria 3770.00 770.00
12/3 Mali 250.00 250.00
12/5 Senegal 487.50 487.50
12/8 Rwanda 264.00 264.00
Commercial airfare 9,383.49 9,383.49
John Herzberg 11/9 Serbia-Montene 596.00 596.00
11/11  Bosnia-Herzego 3542.00 542.00
11/13  Austria 376.00 376.00
Commercial airfare 4,576.76 4,576.76
Amos Hochstein 12/12 Turkey 3443.00 443.00
12/13  Qatar 3159.00 159.00
12/15  Saudi Arabia 372.00 72.00
Commercial airfare 6,332.54 6,332.54
Celes Hughes 12/9 Jordan 438.00 438.00
12/12 Turkey 563.00 563.00
12/13  Qatar 199.0 199.00
12/15  Saudi Arabia 3272.00 272.00
Commercial airfare 6,485.00 6,485.00
Kenneth Katzman ... 12/9 Jordan 3423.00 423.00
12/12 Turkey 3513.00 513.00
12/13  Qatar 199.00 199.00
12/15  Saudi Arabia 3272.00 272.00
Commercial airfare 6,485.00 6,485.00
Mark Kirk 11/9 Servia-Mont 650.00 650.00
11/15  Argentina e T — 7,568.97 8,487.96
John Mackey 11/12  Belgium 498.00 498.00
11/13  United Kingdom 315.00 315.00
11/17  Ireland 892.00 892.00
Commercial airfare 481148 481148
John Mackey 12/11  lreland 1,431.00 1,431.00
Commercial airfare 6,605.52 6,605.52
Caleb McCarry 11/13  Nicaragua 3366.00 366.00
Commercial airfare 1,176.00 1,176.00
Caleb McCarry 121 Nicaragua 3137.50 137.50
Denis MEDONOUGN ........ovveeeeieeieee e 11/13  Nnicaragua 3366.00 366.00
Commercial airfare 1,176.00 1,176.00
Hon. Robert Menend 12/1 Nicaragua 187.50 187.50
Hon. Donald Payne .........cccooevmeinniinnernnsiencinnens 11725  Code d'lvoire 625.00 625.00
11/28  Ghana 695.97 695.97
12/1 Nigeria 831.00 831.00
12/3 Mali 350.00 50.00
12/5 Senegal 3100.00 6,611.68 6,711.68
Maria Pica 11/9 Serbia 596.00 596.00
11/11  Bosnia 554.00 554.00
11/13  Austria 376.00 376.00
Commercial airfare 4,517.76 4,517.76
Stephen Rademal 12/9 Jordan 438.00 66.84 i 504.84
12/12 Turkey 563.00 563.00
12/13  Qatar 199.00 199.00
12/15  Saudi Arabia 286.00 286.00
Commercial airfare 6,485.00 6,485.00
Francis Record 11/13  Kazakstan 1,100.00 1,100.00
Commercial airfare 5,223.54 5,223.54
Francis Record 12/9 Jordan 388.00 388.00
12/11  Turkey 413.00 413.00
12/12 Qatar 149.00 149.00
12/16  Saudi Arabia 72.00 72.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvcveeeeee 6,485.00 6,485.00
Grover Joseph REes .........oocomvveeeverieneissiieriens 12/7 12/10  Taiwan 589.50 1200 e 601.50
12/10 12/12 Hong Kong 584.00 584.00
12/12 12/15  Thailand 960.00 11— 973.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccocooeeeeverveinciciens e 4,053.46 4,053.46
Dana Rohrabacher ...........cccccccccooceiemiimincicnnncncnecnenncs 11/30 12/2 Kuwait 676.00 676.00
1212 12/5 Taiwan 1,180.00 1,180.00
12/5 12/11  Philippi 804.00 804.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevvereercrrieines v 6,378.89 6,378.89
Tom Campbell 11/22 11/25  Cote D’lvore 625.00 oo 2,438.84 3,063.84
11/25 11/28  Ghana 695.97 695.97
11/28 12/1 Nigeria 970.00 970.00
12/1 12/3 Mali 250.00 250.00
12/3 12/6 Senegal 587.50 587.50
1271 12/12 Morocco 604.00 604.00
Malik Chaka 11/22 11/25  Cote D'lvore 625.00 625.00
11/25 11/28  Ghana 695.97 695.77
11/28 12/1 Nigeria 970.00 970.00
1211 12/3 Mali 250.00 250.00
Committee total ... e 40,14539 ... 118,388.77 v 9184 158,626.00

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Represents refund of unused per diem.
BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1, AND
MARCH. 31, 1999

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Gary ACKErMaN .........ccooovvvrmmreeerrirenneessnsir 1710 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
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Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/16  France 502.00 502.00
Commercial airfare 1,664.00 1,664.00
Hon. Cass Ball 2/14  El Salvador 210.00 210.00
2/15  Panama 217.00 217.00
2/16  Colombia 145.00 145.00
2/18  Venezuela
2/21  Mexico 368.00 368.00
Hon. Doug Bereuter .............ccoooeeveerneae 1/11  South Korea 136.00 136.00
1/14  Indonesi 699.00 699.00
1/16  China 334.00 334.00
Paul Berkowitz 2/18  India 867.00 867.00
Commercial airfare 6,744.18 6,744.18
Hon. Doug Bereuter .. 1/18  Taiwan 1,335.00 1,335.00
1719 Japan
Deborah Bodland 1/13  Yemen 1,132.00 1,132.00
1715 Egypt 417.00 417.00
1/18  Lebanon 190.00 190.00
1/23  lsrael 1,465.00 1,465.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeeeeees 6,524.00 6,524.00
317 3/10  Qatar 597.00 597.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceceeeees 6,015.40 6,015.40
Hon. Kevin Brady ........ccooccvmmmveermerrernenns 1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceceeeee 3,137.20 3,137.20
Brent Parker 1/10 1/12 Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
Peter Brookes 1/10 1/13  Australia 517.00 517.00
1/14 1/16  New Zealand 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcveeeeee 8,213.70 8,213.00
Hon. John COOKSEY .......ovvvvenreerrerreinnns 2/12 2/14  United Kingdom 610.08 610.08
2/14 2/16  Jerusalem 360.50 360.50
2/16 2/17  Turkey 88.00 88.00
217 2/19  Bahrain 390.64 390.64
2/19 2/20  Turkey 181.31 181.31
2/120 2/21  lreland 264.00 264.00
Hon. Joseph Crowley .........ccooovermerrevnnns 2/25 2/28  Colombia 386.00 386.00
Commercial airfare ... cveveeceneees 1,651.40 1,651.40
Michael Ennis 1/10 1/11  South Korea 136.00 136.00
1711 1/14  Indonesi 661.00 661.00
1/14 1/16  Hong Kong 334.00 334.00
1/16 1/18  Taiwan 667.50 667.50
Richard Garon 1710 1/12 Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
1/21 1/28 inican Republic 161.00 161.00
Kristin Gilley 1/9 1/13  Yemen 962.00 962.00
1/13 1715 Egypt 452.00 452.00
1/15 1/18  Lebanon 400.00 400.00
1/18 1722 lsrael 1,415.00 1,415.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceceneee 6,524.16 6,524.16
Hon. Benjamin Gilman 1/10 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
1/21 1/28  Dominican Republic 161.00 161.00
Charisse Gl 2124 3/1 Nigeria 1,607.00 1,607.00
3/1 3/2 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Jason Gross 2/13 2/16  Greece 625.00 625.00
2/16 2/17  Cyprus 200.00 200.00
217 2/18  Greece 124.00 124.00
2/18 2/20  Turkey 678.00 678.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcvceeeees 2,714.72 2,714.72
John Herzberg 1/10 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
2/14 2/16  Greece 626.00 626.00
Commercial airfare ... v 2,714.72 2,714.72
Hon. Earl Hilliard ...... 1/10 1/12 Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
Charmaine H 2/14 3/1 Nigeria 1,532.00 1,532.00
3/1 3/2 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Robert King 1/10 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
Hon. Barbara Lee .......ocvmmmreeierrerenns 2/27  Nigeria 1,255.00 1,255.00
Commercial airfare 3,726.60 3,726.60
John Mackey 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
2/14 2/18  Colombia 950.00 950.00
2/18 2/21  Mexico 455.00 455.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcecieeee 1,439.67 1,439.67
Caleb McCarry 1127 1/28  Dominican Republic 111.0 111.00
1/26 2/28  Colombia 361.00 361.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcecieeees 1,662.40 1,662.40
Dennis McDONOUZH ...ooovvvvveriverris 1127 1/28  Dominican Republic 91.00 91.00
2/26 2/28  Colombia 386.00 386.00
Commercial airfare ... cvovcreceeee C ial 702.40 702.40
Hon. Cynthia McKi 12127 12/28  United Kingdom 365.00 365.00
171 1/02  Burundi 197.00 1,876.96 oo 2,073.96
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeeeee 7,700.92 7,700.92
2/4 207 Netherlands 754.87 754.81
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcveceeees 4,780.47 4,780.47
Hon. Gregory Meeks ........c.ovvvvererrernnnns 2/24 3/1 Nigeria 1,532.00 1,532.00
3/1 3/2 Cape Verde 117.52 117.52
Lester Munson 2/24 31 Nigeria 1,532.00 1,532.00
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Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
3/1 3/2 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Hon. Donald Payne .........cccoeveommirmeunnioeriiniieninns 3/1 Nigeria 1,607.00 1,607.00
3/2 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Alfred Prados 1/13  Yemen 650.14 650.14
1/15  Egypt 81.96 81.96
1/18  Lebanon
1/23  lsrael 904.92 904.92
Commercial airfare 6,524.16 6,524.16
Joseph Rees 1/25  Taiwan 217.00 217.00
1/30  Vietnam 541.00 541.00
1/31  Philippi 198.00 198.00
Commercial airfare 3,931.40 3,931.40
Walker Roberts 1/13  Australia 517.00 517.00
1/16  New Zealand 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare 8,213.70 8213.70
2/16  Greece 626.00 626.00
2/18  Turkey 200.00 200.00
Commercial @irfare ... e 2,714.72 2,714.72
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher 2/20 2/21  Marshall Islands 185.00 185.00
Hon. Edward Royce 2/25 3/1 Nigeria 1532.00 1532.00
3/1 3/2 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Thomas Sheehy 2/24 3/1 Nigeria 1,532.00 1,532.00
31 32 Cape Verde 75.00 75.00
Linda Solomon 1/10 1/12  Finland 568.00 568.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 508.00 508.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/14 1/16  France 502.00 502.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 480.00 480.00
Hillel Weinberg 1/10 1/12  Finland 404.00 404.00
1/12 1/14  Germany 319.00 319.00
1/14 1/18  France 329.00 329.00
1/16 1/18  Austria 288.00 288.00
Hon. Robert WEXIETr ........cc.covvereerieeienierieieeane 1/17 1/21  Czech Republic 928.00 928.00
Commercial airfare ... cveveveeeeees 2,201.05 2,201.05
ComMittee total ..ooeveveeeeeeremmmriresssssssieieieees v (SR N1V — 86,786.25 .ooveveeeerennenens 1,876.96 oo 152,270.47

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

JUNE 30, 1999

BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1, AND

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Cass Ball 5/28 5/30  Venezuela 205.00 205.00
5/30 5/31  Honduras 152.00 152.00
5/31 6/2 El Salvador 320.00 320.00
Paul Berkowitz 3/29 3/30  ltaly 276.00 276.00
3/30 4/3 India 1,476.00 1,476.00
4/3 4/4 Czech Republic 127.00 127.00
4/4 48 Switzerland 1,100.00 1,100.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceecenee 1,898.05 1,898.05
Nancy Bloomer 3127 3/28  ltaly 328.00 328.00
3/28 3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
3/30 41 Egypt 452.00 452.00
41 4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/3 4/5 Tunisia 358.00 358.00
4/5 48 Morocco 569.00 569.00
Jason Gross 3/29 330 UK 315.00 s 5,824.23 6,139.23
3/30 41 Ireland 412.00 412.00
41 4/3 UK 520.00 520.00
Deborah Bodland 3/27 3/28  ltaly 228.00 228.00
3/28 3/30  Israel 578.00 578.00
3/30 4/1 Egypt 337.00 337.00
41 4/3 Jordan 448.00 448.00
4/3 4/5 Tunisia 238.00 238.00
4/5 48 Morocco 501.00 501.00
Paul Bonicelli 5/28 5/30  Venezuela 515.00 515.00
5/30 5/31  Honduras 152.00 152.00
5/31 6/2 El Salvador 320.00 320.00
Peter Brookes 3/28 3/30  Japan 502.00 502.00
3/30 41 South Korea 476.00 476.00
a1 4/4 Taiwan 955.50 955.50
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 2,971.20 2971.20
Malik Chaka 6/5 Kenya 780.00 780.00
6/7 Sudan 714.28 714.28
6/7 Kenya
6/7 Amsterd
4,951.09 4,951.09
Marion Chamber ..........cccccvcvecevveiessismscscscncnenecnennnns 3/28  Turkmenistan 382.00 114.00 496.00
41 Uzbekistan 1,063.00 106.00 1,169.00
4/3 Kazakhstan 783.00 783.00
4/5 Kyrgystan 272.00 272.00
4/6 Kazakhstan
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeeeeees 6,407.59 6,407.59
Mark Clack 3/30 4/1 Egypt 452.00 s 2,487.38 2,939.38
41 4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/3 4/5 Tunisia 358.00 358.00
4/5 48 Morocco 661.00 661.00
Michael Ennis 3/26 3/28  Turkmenistan 382.00 382.00
3/28 41 Uzbekistan 1,063.00 1,063.00
41 4/3 Lazaljstam 783 783.00
4/3 4/5 Kyrgystan 272.00 272.00
4/5 4/6 Kazakhstan
Commercial airfare ... cveveveceee 6,407.59 6,407.59
Hon. Eni Fal 4/3 4/5 South Korea 576.00 576.00
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Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
4/5 4/8  Australia 354.00 354.00
48 4/11  New Zealand 259.00 259.00
Commercial airfare 799.67 799.67
Hon. Sam Gejd 5/30  Lithuania 397.00 397.00
6/1 Belarus 492.00 492.00
Commercial airfare 00 e 4,508.58 4,508.58
Hon. Benjamin Gilman 3/28  Italy 328.00 328.00
3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
41 Egypt 452.00 452.00
4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/5 Tunisia 358.00 358.00
43 Morocco 661.00 661.00
Charisse Gl 6/5 Kenya 900.00 900.00
6/7 Sudan 714.28 714.28
6/7 Kenya
6/7 Amsterd
Commercial airfare 5,960.25 5,960.25
Hon. Alcee Hastings .........oooeveermemvcemerririsnnisesnsiis 4/24  Denmark 720.25 720.25
Commercial airfare 4,411.01 4,411.01
6/14  Haiti 455.50 455.50
Hon. Earl HIlliard ........ccoocvveereerenrcsesriesseiessii 3/28  ltaly 328.00 328.00
3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
41 Egypt 452.00 452.00
4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/5 Tunisia 358.00 358.00
48 Morocco 661.00 661.00
Amos Hochstein 3/30  ltaly 300.00 300.00
3/30  Israel 587.00 587.00
5/30  Finland 384.00 384.00
6/1 Belgium 438.00 438.00
Commercial airfare 4,369.46 4,369.46
Hon. Amo Houghton .. 6/17  South Africa 5,559.31 5,559.31
Hon. Barbara Lee ..... 4/4 South Africa
477 Ghana
4/10  South Africa
Commercial airfare 8,019.20 8,019.20
John Mackey 6/1 Spain 1,347.50 1,347.50
Commercial airfare 2,862.84 2,862.84
Michelle Maynard ...........c.ccooeveememveemnerirenreissnrii 5/30  Lithuania 297.00 297.00
6/1 Belarus 342.00 342.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceene 4,697.58 4,697.58
Caleb McCarry 5/29 5/30  Ecuador 325.00 325.00
5/30 5/31  Peru 103.00 103.00
5/31 5/31  Aruba 73.00 73.00
5/31 6/1 Curacao 177.00 177.00
6/1 6/3 Panama 323.00 323.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 2,109.62 2,109.62
Denis MEDONOUZN .oovvveverivereieerceesiseseisreiane 5129 5/30  Ecuador 325.00 325.00
5/30 5/31  Peru 103.00 103.00
5/31 6/2 Colombia 386.00 386.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveceeees 856.20 856.20
Kathleen M0azed ...........ccccooooveeeevevemsenmscsescsccceneninnes 3/30 4/1 South Korea 476.00 476.00
41 4/2 China 276.00 276.00
412 4/3 Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
473 4/5 Vietnam 456.00 456.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeees 6,625.88 6,625.88
Lester Munson 3/27 3/28  ltaly 328.00 328.00
3/28 3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
3/30 41 Egypt 452.00 452.00
41 4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/3 4/5 Tunisia 350.00 350.00
4/5 48 Morocco 569.00 569.00
Hon. Donald Payne ...........cccoevermmereeremrersmneesnnsinns 6/4 6/6 Kenya 750.00 750.00
6/6 6/7 Sudan 714.28 714.28
6/7 6/7 Kenya
6/7 6/7 Amsterd
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeees 5,752.20 5,752.20
Stephen Rademak 3/28 3/30  Japan 502.00 502.00
3/30 4/1 South Korea 476.00 476.00
a1 472 Taiwan 409.50 409.50
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcveeeeee 3,132.73 3,132.73
6/1 6/3 Panama 348.00 348.00
Commercial airfare ... cveveveceeee 1,694.40 1,694.40
Grover JOSEPh REES ......vvvvervvrrrererrissnseissnsiinnns 4/3 4/5 Czech Republic 400.00 400.00
4/5 48 Switzerland 900.00 900.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceene 4,493.73 4,493.73
5/30 5/31  Singap 233.00 233.00
5/31 6/10  Indonesi 1,627.00 1,627.00
6/10 6/11  Singap 254.00 254.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeceenes 4,344.40 4,344.40
John Mackey 3/29 330 UK 315.00 315.00
3/30 4/3 Ireland 824.00 824.00
Commercial airfare ... covvceeeeene 5,087.68 5,087.68
John Walker Roberts .. 3/28 3/30  Japan 502.00 502.
3/30 41 South Korea 476.00 476.00
41 44 Taiwan 955.50 955.50
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceecenees 3,864.73 3,864.73
Kimberly RODEMS ... 3/27 3/28  ltaly 328.00 328.00
3/28 3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
3/30 41 Egypt 452.00 452.00
41 4/3 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/3 4/5 Tunisia 358.00 358.00
4/5 48 Morocco 569.00 569.00
Hon. Mark Sanford .........ccccccocceeveeemmemmscicncneccnicnnnnns 5/28 5/30  Venezuela 205.00 205.00
5/30 5/31  Honduras 152.00 152.00
5/31 6/2 El Salvador 320.00 320.00
Hon. Tom Tancredo ...........cccccceceeeemessmssscscnencneceennens 6/2 6/2 Amsterd 900.00 900.00
6/2 6/5 Kenya
6/5 6/7 Sudan 714.28 714.28
6/7 6/7 Kenya
6/7 6/7 Amsterd
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveceenes 6,961.09 6,961.09
Hillel Weinberg 5/28 5/30  Finland 384.00 384.00
5/30 6/1 Belgium 438.00 438.00

Commercial airfare ... cvvveveeeeee 4,467.73 4,467.73
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Peter Yeo 3/30 4/1 South Korea 476.00 476.73
4/1 4/2 China 276.00 276.00
4/2 4/3 Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
43 4/5  Vietnam 456.00 456.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcreceeee 6,625.88 6,625.88
Mark Kirk 3/27 3/28  Italy 328.00 328.00
3/28 3/30  Israel 658.00 658.00
3/30 4/1 Egypt 452.00 452.00
4/1 43 Jordan 588.00 588.00
4/3 4/5  Tunisia 358.00 358.00
4/5 47 Morocco 255.00 255.00
47 411 Macedoni 4,717.55 4,717.55
Committee total 59,617.75 135,725.97 195,343.72

1per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEPT. 30, 1999

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
David Adams 8/8 8/10  Japan 522.00 522.00
8/10 8/11  Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
8/11 8/14  China 621.00 621.00
8/14 8/18  Mongoli 483.00 483.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........ccoooeeecverceciciniens ceevreeens 6,514.68 6,514.68
Hon. Cass Ball 8/29 8/30  Venezuela 103.65 103.65
8/30 91 Colombia 108.65 108.65
9/1 93 Nicaragua 402.65 402.65
Hon. Doug BEreuter ............ccoeeceveveeurmmeervevemmnnnennnes 8/31 9/3 Australia 664.00 178.02 842.02
Sean Carroll 8/17 8/19  Venezuela 541.94 1,521.40 2,063.34
Mark Kirk 8/24 8/25  Macedoni 95.30 4,638.40 4,733.70
8/25 8/27  Serbia 114.60 114.60
8/27 8/29  Mont 120.60 120.60
8/29 91 Bosnia 701.85 701.85
Paul Berkowitz 113 7/4 Thailand 796.00 796.00
715 716 Cambodia 472.00 472.00
11 7/8 Laos
18 7/10  Thailand
Commercial @irfare ...........oorommmcriiins o 4,753.40 4,753.40
8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/17 8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Nancy Bloomer /8 7/10  United Kingdom 766.00 766.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevereceee 534.52 534.52
Deborah Bodland 13 716 Syria 540.00 540.00
16 718 Lebanon 70.00 70.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeeeee 6,924.71 6,924.71
Paul Bonicelli 8/17 8/19  Venezuela 514.94 514.94
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveceeee 1,521.40 1,521.40
Parker Brent 8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/17 8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Peter Brookes 8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/17 8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Thomas Callahan ... 718 711 South Africa 208.50 208.50
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreeeeee 7,280.11 7,280.11
8/17 8/24  Ethiopia 1,421.00 1,421.00
8/24 8/25  Saudi Arabia 166.00 166.00
8/25 8/28  Eritrea 524.00 524.00
Commercial airfare ... cvnvereceeee 6,641.81 6,641.81
Hon. Tom Campbell .........ccccocooievveiemmcmmncncrencccnicninnn 715 718 Zimbab 477.00 477.00
18 711 South Africa 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveceeees 3,632.11 3,632.11
8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/17 8/20  New Zealand ..............ccccccvcvevevicsrs 713.19 713.19
9/10 9/12  Haiti 183.00 183.00
Sean Carroll 8/29 8/30  Venezuela 283.65 283.65
8/30 9/1 Colombia 386.00 386.00
9/1 93 Nicaragua 427.50 427.50
Malik Chaka 8/8 8/9 Guinea 1,450.00 1,450.00
8/9 8/11  Sierra Leone
8/11 8/16  Guinea
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 4,379.40 4,379.40
Mark Clack 8/8 8/9 Guinea 1450.00 1450.00
8/9 8/11  Sierra Leone
8/11 8/16  Guinea
Commercial airfare ... cvevereceeee 4,379.40 4,379.40
Theodore Dagne 15 718 Zimbab 477.00 477.00
18 7/11  South Africa 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveeeeee 7,280.11 7,280.11
Hon. William Delahunt ........cco.cooerveemerririemrerienrii 9/1 92 Nicaragua 232.50 232.50
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreeeene 1,127.60 1,127.60
Michael Ennis 8/21 8/24  Turkey 579.00 579.00
8/24 8/25  Armenia 300.00 300.00
8/26 8/30  Georgia 300.00 300.00
8/30 9/2 Azerbaijan 808.00 808.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 5,926.60 5,926.60
Hon. Eni Fal 8/9 8/10  Taiwan 265.00 .o 2,060.76 2,325.76
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00




March 14, 2000

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE
AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEPT. 30, 1999—-Continued

H993

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
9/12  Haiti 183.00 183.00
Mark Gage 8/31  Slovak Republic 519.50 519.50
972 R i 492.00 492.00
9/4 Bulgaria 190.00 190.00
9/6 Hungary 553.00 553.00
97 Netherlands 207.00 207.00
Rich Garon 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Kristen Gilley 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/17  Australia 1,325.43 1,325.43
8/19  New Zealand 641.14 641.14
Commercial airfare 3,624.41 3,624.41
Hon. Benjamin Gilman 7/10  United Kingdom 766.00 766.00
Commercial airfare 534.52 534.52
8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Charisse Gl 718 Zimbab 477.00 477.00
7/11  South Africa 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare 6,008.17 6,008.17
9/12  Haiti 183.00 183.00
Jason Gross 8/25  Macedoni 160.00 160.00
8/27  Serbia 244.00 244.00
8/29  Mont 250.00 250.00
8/31  Bosnia 602.00 602.00
Commercial airfare 4,638.40 4,638.00
Hon. Alcee Hastings .........coooeveemmmrceinerrissnniissnsin 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
John Herzberg 8/25  Maced 160.00 160.00
8/27  Serbia 238.00 238.00
8/29  Mont 250.00 250.00
8/31  Bosnia 602.00 602.00
Commercial airfare 4,638.40 4,638.40
Amos Hochstein 116 Syria 612.00 612.00
7/10  Lebanon 105.00 105.00
Commercial airfare 6,924.71 6,924.71
Mark Kirk 9/1 Yugos! 1032.25 1032.35
Commercial airfare 4,638.40 4,638.40
John Mackey 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/14  Ireland 380.00 380.00
Commercial airfare 2,685.20 2,685.20
8/31  Slovak Republic 293.50 293.50
9/2 R i 492.00 492.00
9/4 Bulgaria 250.00 250.00
9/6 Hungary 502.00 502.00
97 Netherlands 207.00 207.00
Commercial airfare 2,340.85
Caleb McCarry 8/30  Venezuela 283.65 283.65
9/1 Colombia 386.00 386.00
93 Nicaragua 427.50 427.50
9/12  Haiti 118.00 118.00
Cynthia McKinney 8/28  Democratic Republic of the Congo ...... 579.00 197.21 776.21
Commercial airfare 6,043.40 6,043.40
Kathleen M0azed ...........ccccooooveevevevemscsmscsescscccereninncs 8/26  Armenia 400.00 400.00
8/30  Georgia 300.00 300.00
92 Azerbaijian 950.00 950.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcrceenees 5,924.63 5,924.63
Vince Morelli 8/17 8/19  Venezuela 541.94 541.94
Commercial airfare ... cvnvereceeees 1,521.40 1,521.40
Hon. Donald Payne ...........cccooeermmmreemmmrevsmneesnnrinns 1/5 /8 Zimbab 477.00 477.00
18 7/11  South Africa 300.00 300.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeeeeee 5,704.17 5,704.17
9/10 9/12  Haiti 183.00 183.00
Joseph Rees 8/9 8/11  Switzerland 3,200.00 3,200.00
8/11 8/14  Macedoni
8/14 8/18  Kosovo
8/18 8/19  Macedoni
8/19 8/24  Italy
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcveceeen 5,031.39 5,031.39
Matthew Reynolds ........ooc.ooomveermmreeerrirsnreeisnrii 8/8 8/10  Japan 522.00 522.00
8/10 8/11  Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
8/11 8/14  China 621.00 621.00
8/14 8/18  Mongoli 388.00 388.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeees 6,514.68 6,514.68
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher ... 8/28 8/31  Slovak Republic 589.50 589.50
8/31 9/2 R i 522.00 522.00
9/2 9/4 Bulgaria 250.00 250.00
9/4 9/6 Hungary 502.00 502.00
9/6 97 Netherlands 207.00 207.00
Linda Solomon 8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
8/17 8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
Matthew Reynolds ........oocooomveermmreererrerenreesssii 8/8 8/10  Japan 522.00 522.00
8/10 8/11  Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
8/11 8/14  China 621.00 621.00
8/14 8/18  Mongoli 388.00 388.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 6,514.68 6,514.68
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher ...........o.cooeevemsmreviesren 8/28 8/31  Slovak Republic 589.50 589.50
8/31 9/2 R i 522.00 522.00
9/2 9/4 Bulgaria 250.00 250.00
9/4 9/6 Hungary 502.00 502.00
9/6 97 Netherlands 207.00 207.00
Linda Solomon 8/8 8/10  Taiwan 530.00 530.00
8/10 8/12  Thailand 498.00 498.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,078.67 1,078.67
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8/17 8/20  New Zealand 713.19 713.19
COMMIEEE tOtAl ..ovovevvereccreccecsiicrirrrrrerees v (LRI J— 136,264.37 205,903.95

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND

DEC. 31, 1999
Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
v partu currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
David ADraMOWILZ .....uuevvveeerererrereeireererereiserenenes 12/14 12/17  Argentina 825.00 825.00
12/18  Paraguay 135.00 135.00
12/20  Brazil 474.00 474.00
Commercial airfare 4,032.45 4,032.45
Hon. Cass Ball 12/4 Curacao 455.06 455.06
12/6 Aruba 353.60 353.60
12/8 Ecuador 310.04 310.04
12/10  Panama 295.23 295.23
Peter Brookes 12/9 Philippi 627.00 627.00
12/11  Singapore 398.00 398.00
12/12 Hong Kong 594.00 594.00
Commercial airfare 6,605.79 6,605.79
Hon. Tom Campbell ..........cooveeerverererrcrrrerirnernenes 11/22  Thailand 249.00 249.00
11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
12/1 Vietnam 1,390.00 1,390.00
12/2 Thailand 498.00 498.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvcreceeee 3,053.45 3,053.45
Malik Chaka 12/2 12/8 Cote d'lvoire 1,027.00 1,027.00
12/8 12/9 France 283.00 283.00
Commercial @irfare .......ccoooeoovvoereercvriienes cveerieenns 6,385.94 6,385.94
Mark Clack 11/29 12/2 Nigeria 835.00 835.00
12/2 12/3 Ghana 200.00 200.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeeerimcncieiens v 5,974.20 5,974.20
David Fite 12/8 12/9 Philippi 209.00 209.00
12/9 12/11  Singap 398.00 398.00
12/11 12/13  Hong Kong 594.00 594.00
12/13 12/16  China 693.00 693.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........c.coccoooeveececicens e 6,605.79 6,605.79
Mark Gage 11729 12/3 Russia 1,450.00 1,450.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevoereercrrieenes v 5,003.61 5,003.61
Hon. Sam Gejd 11/29 12/2 Nigeria 900.00 900.00
12/2 1213 Ghana 200.00 200.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........ccoooeeecvercvecniiciens cveveeieenns 6,054.45 6,054.45
Kristen Gilley 12/14 12/17  Argentina 825.00 825.00
12/17 12/18  Paraguay 135.00 135.00
12/18 12/20  Brazil 474.00 474.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceceeeee 4,032.45 4,032.45
Charisse Gl 11/19 11720 Thailand 249.00 249.00
11721 11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
11721 11729 Vietnam 754.00 754.00
11730 1211 Thailand 498.00 498.00
Commercial airfare 5,148.45 5,148.45
Hon. Barbara Lee 12/2 Nigeria 900.00 900.00
12/3 Ghana 200.00 200.00
Commercial airfare 6,274.20 6,274.20
John Mackey 11/6 Colombia 486.00 486.00
Commercial airfare ... cvovcececeee 1,744.45 1,744.45
John Mackey 12/14 12.17 Argentina 825.00 825.00
12/17 12/18  Paraguay 135.00 135.00
12/18 12/20  Brazil 474.00 474.00
Commercial airfare ... cvovceeceeee 4,032.45 4,032.45
John Mackey 122 12/3 United Kingdom 349.00 349.00
12/3 12/4 Ireland 311.00 311.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceceeeee 5,006.55 5,006.55
Kathleen M0azed ..........ccccccoooeeieveimmsesmscsmicccccencnenncns 11/13 11/17  England 730.000 420.00 s 1,150.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceceeenes 5,029.66 5,029.66
Larry Nowels 11721 11722 Thailand 249.00 249.00
11/22 11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
11/26 12/1 Vietnam 1,390.00 1,390.00
1211 12/2 Thailand 263.00 263.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceceeeee 4,596.45 4,596.45
Hon. Donald Payne ...........cccooeevmmrveemerrersmriesnnsinns 11720 11/21  Thailand 249.00 249.00
11721 11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
11721 11/28  Thailand 249.00 249.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvcecceene 10,469.20 10,469.20
Douglas R 11721 11722 Thailand 249.00 249.00
11/22 11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
11/26 12/1 Vietnam 1,390.00 1,390.00
Douglas R 1211 12/2 Thailand 243.00 243.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvcvcceeee 4,937.45 4,927.45
Grover JOSEPh REES .......cvvrvvvrrrcierrirerrerssnriinns 11/22 11/25  Switzerland 536.00 536.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceeeeeee 4,138.24 4,138.24
Grover JOSEPh REES .......cvvvurrevrrreeerrirnrerssnriins 12/12 12/15  Philippi 573.00 573.00
12/15 12/19  Vietnam 398.00 26.26 .o 424.26
12/20 12/20  Japan 105.00 105.00
Commercial airfare ... cvovceeeeeee 4,214.76 4,214.76
Francis Record 10729 10/31  Germany 602.00 602.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvceceeeee 5,067.01 5,067.01
John Walker Roberts ...............coceeeeeeeevcvcvcisccsissinss 12/6 12/9 Philippi 627.00 627.00
12/9 12/11  Singapore 398.00 398.00
12/11 12/13  Hong Kong 594.00 594.00
12/14 12/16  China 543.00 543.00
Commercial airfare ... cvcvcecceene (LU E— 450.00 e 7,005.79
Hon. EAWard ROYCE ......vvvvereererrceeeeiieereisnreinnns 11720 11/21  Moldova 225.00 225.00
11721 11/24  Russia 797.00 797.00

11/24 11/25  Norway 276.00 276.00
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Tanya Sh: 11729 12/3 Russia 1,450.00 1,450.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccocooevcercencieieies evevereinnns 5,003.61 5,003.61
Thomas Sheehy 1212 12/8 Cote d'Ivoire 1,027.00 1,027.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevcercencieieiees cveeriennes 4355.13 4,355.13
Hon. Christopher Smith ...........ccooovvvemerriieenriieseri 11/22 11/24  Switzerland 536.00 536.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevcercencieieiees evvervinnns 4138.24 4,138.24
Hon. Christopher Smith ...........ccoovvvveeervieenriiesri gﬁﬁ %2§%§ Vietnam %8688 26.26 oo 39%26
9 2 Japan 1. 201.00
12/15 12/16  Hong Kong 212.00 4,045.20 4,257.20
Hillel Weinberg 10729 10/31  Germany 434.00 434.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevcerconrcieienees evveriinnns 4417.01 4,417.01
Hillil Weinberg 11729 11/30  Portugal 166.00 166.00
11/30 12/3 Belgium 826.00 826.00
Commercial @irfare ........ccocooevcerconrcisieneee evvervennns 4,470.00 4,470.00
Peter Yeo 12/8 12/9 Philippi 209.00 209.00
12/9 12/11  Singapore 398.00 398.00
Peter Yeo 12/11 12/13  Hong Kong 594.00 594.00
12/13 12/16  China 693.00 S 629&08
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccocoeeeeverveiniieiees cveveeieens ,605.7 ,605.7
Rohrabacher, Dana ............ccccoovverveereereeesnecerenne 11/18 11722 Kuwait 887.00 oo 6,393.17 7,280.17
Hickey, Peter 12/15 12/16  Hong Kong 297.00 297.00
12/16 12/19  Vietnam 441.00 4,057.88 ..o 2626 oo 4,525.14
Cooksey, John 11720 11/22  Thailand 498.00 4,666.00 5,164.00
11/22 11/26  Burma 626.00 626.00
11/26 12/1 Vietnam 1,390.00 1,390.00
1211 12/2 Thailand 249.00 249.00
Committee total .........cccovevmmmimeisisiiricicicees e 4532393 ... 163,164.82  ..occcccccciec 948.78 209,437.53

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED

BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1999

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher .............ccccoovverrvenrrererinnns 10/8 10/11  HUNGAMY e 144090 e 364424 et e 144,090 3,644.24
Harlan Watson 10729 11/6 Germany 1,422.00 956.00 179.80 70.00 179.80 2,448.00
Hon. F. James L 11/18 11721 Spain 819.00 5,791.96 6,610.96
Jeff Lungren 11/18 11721 Spain 819.00 5,791.96 6,610.96
CommMittee total ..ooeveeeeeeeermremreresssssserereieens v 201V XV 16,184.16 19,314.16

1per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR., Chairman, Mar. 1, 2000.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, HOUSE DELEGATION TO RUSSIA AND GERMANY, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN FEB. 3 AND 6,

2000
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Porter Goss .. 213 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Norman Dicks 213 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Howard Berman 2/3 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Norman Sisisky 2/3 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Doug Bereuter .. 2/3 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Julian Dixon . 213 2/4 Russia 381.00
Jim Boxold (Goss) 2/3 2/4 Russia 381.00
Hon. Porter Goss .. 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Hon. Norman Dicks 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Hon. Howard Berma 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Hon. Norman Sisisky 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Hon. Doug Bereuter .. 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Hon. Julian Dixon . 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Jim Boxold (Goss) 2/4 2/6 Germany 454.00
Committee total .......coocoovvemriereercerieee e, 5,845.00

1per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

6571. A letter from the Office of the Admin-
istrator, Agricultural Research Center, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule—National Agricul-
tural Library Fees for Loans and Copying—
received February 11, 2000, pursuant to 5

U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

6572. A letter from the Administrator,
Farm Service Agency, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—1999 Crop and Market Loss Assistance
(RIN: 0560-AG13) received February 11, 2000,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

6573. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final

PORTER J. GOSS, Chairman.

rule—Melon Fruit Fly [Docket No. 99-097-1]
received February 22, 2000, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

6574. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA-7305] received February
22, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.
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6575. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flood Elevation Determinations—received
February 22, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

6576. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Department of Education, transmitting Re-
habilitation Training: Rehabilitation Short-
Term Training, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(f);
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

6577. A letter from the Administrator,
Food and Nutrition Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Special Supplemental Nutrition
Program for Women, Infants, and Children
(WIC): Bloodwork Requirements (RIN: 0584-
AC30) received February 18, 2000, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

6578. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the annual report to Congress on
progress in achieving the performance goals
referenced in the Prescription Drug User Fee
Act of 1992 (PDUFA), for the Fiscal Year
1999, pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 379g nt.; to the
Committee on Commerce.

6579. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Reclassification and Codi-
fication of Neodymium: Yttrium: Aluminum:
Garnet (Nd:YAG) Laser for Peripheral
Iridotomy [Docket No. 93P-0277] received
February 22, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

6580. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion that the Iran emergency is to continue
in effect beyond March 15, 2000, pursuant to
50 U.S.C. 1622(d); (H. Doc. No. 106-210); to the
Committee on International Relations and
ordered to be printed.

6581. A letter from the Comptroller Gen-
eral, General Accounting Office, transmit-
ting List of all reports issued or released by
the GAO in January 2000, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 719(h); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

6582. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Management and Budget, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting a
copy of the revised commercial activities in-
ventory; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

6583. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the 1997-1998 report to Congress on programs
for the utilization and donation of Federal
personal property, pursuant to 40 U.S.C.
484(0); to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

6584. A letter from the Executive Officer,
National Science Board, transmitting a copy
of the annual report in compliance with the
Government in the Sunshine Act during the
calendar year 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552b(j); to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

6585. A letter from the Director, Office of
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
West Virginia Regulatory Program [WV0077-
FOR] received February 22, 2000, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

6586. A letter from the Director, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants: Endangered Status for the Armored
Snail and Slender Campeloma (RIN: 1018-
AF29) received February 22, 2000, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.
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6587. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Fisheries of
the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska;
Pollock by Vessels Not Participating in Co-
operatives that are Catching Pollock for
Processing by the Inshore Component in the
Bering Sea Subarea of the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands Management Area [Docket
No. 000119015-0015-01; I.D. 021100A] received
February 22, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

6588. A letter from the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting the FY 1998 an-
nual report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3);
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

6589. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting notifi-
cation of the actions the Secretary has
taken regarding security measures at Port-
au-Prince International Airport, Port-au-
Prince, Haiti, pursuant to 49 U.S.C.
44907(d)(3); jointly to the Committees on
Transportation and Infrastructure and Inter-
national Relations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. TALENT: Committee on Small Busi-
ness. H.R. 3845. A bill to make corrections to
the Small Business Investment Act of 1958,
and for other purposes (Rept. 106-520). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. H.R. 3908. A bill making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2000, and for
other purposes (Rept. 106-521). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. TALENT: Committee on Small Busi-
ness. H.R. 3843. A bill to reauthorize pro-
grams to assist small business concerns, and
for other purposes (Rept. 106-522). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. REYNOLDS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 438. Resolution waiving
points of order against the conference report
to accompany the bill (H.R. 1000) to amend
title 49, United States Code, to reauthorize
programs of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes (Rept. 106-
523). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Rules. House Resolution 439. Resolution
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R.
3843) to reauthorize programs to assist small
business concerns, and for other purposes
(Rept. 106-524). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. BLILEY (for himself, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. BARTON of Texas, and Mr.
BURR of North Carolina):

H.R. 3906. A bill to ensure that the Depart-
ment of Energy has appropriate mechanisms
to independently assess the effectiveness of
its policy and site performance in the areas
of safeguards and security and cyber secu-
rity; to the Committee on Commerce, and in
addition to the Committees on Armed Serv-
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ices, and Science, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
By Mr. BLILEY (for himself, Mr. BAR-
TON of Texas, Mr. UPTON, Mr. BURR of
North Carolina, Mr. SENSENBRENNER,
and Mr. CALVERT):

H.R. 3907. A bill to provide for the external
regulation of nuclear safety and occupa-
tional safety and health at Department of
Energy facilities; to the Committee on Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committees on
Science, Armed Services, and Education and
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.R. 3908. A bill making emergency supple-

mental appropriations for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2000, and for other pur-
poses.

By Mr. RUSH:

H.R. 3909. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
4601 South Cottage Grove Avenue in Chicago,
Illinois, as the “Henry W. McGee Post Office
Building*‘; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mr. BOEHNER:

H.R. 3910. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture to make grants to assist low
and moderate income individuals to finance
the construction, refurbishing, and servicing
of individual household water well systems
in rural areas; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. COLLINS (for himself, Mr. NOR-

WOoOD, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. GREEN-
wooD, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. DEAL of
Georgia, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. LeEwis of
Georgia, Mrs. JoOHNSON of Con-

necticut, Mr. WISE, Mr. Go0SS, Mrs.
Capps, and Mr. MCDERMOTT):

H.R. 3911. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for coverage
under the Medicare Program for surgical
first assisting services of certified registered
nurse first assistants; to the Committee on
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. DEAL of Georgia (for himself,
Mr. CHAMBLISS, and Mr. NORWOOD):

H.R. 3912. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to make optional the re-
quirement that a State seek adjustment or
recovery from an individual’s estate of any
medical assistance correctly paid on behalf
of the individual under the State plan under
such title; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. LEACH:

H.R. 3913. A bill to authorize the accept-
ance of endowment contributions for edu-
cational and cultural international exchange
programs of the Department of State and the
designation of such programs in recognition
of the contributions; to the Committee on
International Relations.

By Mr. MENENDEZ:

H.R. 3914. A bill to amend the Truth in
Lending Act to prevent credit card issuers
from advertising and offering 1 type of credit
card and then issuing another type of credit
card without the informed consent of the
consumer, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

By Mr. NETHERCUTT (for himself, Mr.
CALLAHAN, Mr. FOLEY, Mrs. THUR-
MAN, Mrs. MYRICK, and Mr. FROST):

H.R. 3915. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow employers a credit
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against income tax with respect to employ-
ees who participate in the military reserves,
to allow a comparable credit for partici-
pating self-employed individuals, and to re-
store the pre-1986 status of deductions in-
curred in connection with services performed
as a member of a Reserve component of the
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr.
MATSUI, Mr. DREIER, Mr. FROST, Mr.
WATTS of Oklahoma, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
MCCRERY, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. DUNN,
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. GARY MILLER of
California, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. TERRY,
and Mr. BENTSEN):

H.R. 3916. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on
telephone and other communication serv-
ices; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RANGEL:

H.R. 3917. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that the penalty
on the reimportation of tobacco products ex-
ported from the United States shall not
apply in certain cases; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROGERS (for himself,
SMITH of Texas, and Mr. REYES):

H.R. 3918. A bill to establish the Bureau of
Immigration Services and the Bureau of Im-
migration Enforcement within the Depart-
ment of Justice; to the Committee on the

Mr.

Judiciary.
By Mr. SAXTON (for himself, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. ABERCROMBIE,

Mr. BILBRAY, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. Goss,
Mr.  GREENWOOD, Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELO, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr.
SHAW, and Mr. UNDERWOOD):

H.R. 3919. A bill to provide assistance for
the conservation of coral reefs, to coordinate
Federal coral reef conservation activities,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Resources.

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. MEEKS of New
York, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mrs. MALONEY of New
York, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mrs. MEEK
of Florida, Mr. HILLIARD, Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. OWENS, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. CARSON, Mr.
PASTOR, Mr. LEwIs of Georgia, Ms.
DELAURO, Mrs. MORELLA, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. JAcCksoN of Illinois,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr.
PAYNE):

H.R. 3920. A bill to improve the conditions
for women inmates in jails and correctional
facilities; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey (for
himself and Mr. HOYER):

H. Con. Res. 279. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the 200th birthday celebration of the Library
of Congress; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey:

H. Con. Res. 280. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the 2000 District of Columbia Spe-
cial Olympics Law Enforcement Torch Run
to be run through the Capitol Grounds; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. SHUSTER (for himself and Mr.
OBERSTAR):

H. Con. Res. 281. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the East Front of the
Capitol Grounds for performances sponsored
by the John F. KENNEDY Center for the Per-
forming Arts; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. HAYES:

H. Con. Res. 282. Concurrent resolution de-

claring the ““Person of the Century’ for the
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20th century to have been the American G.1.;
to the Committee on Armed Services.
By Mrs. MINK of Hawaii:

H. Res. 440. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
there should be established a National Ocean
Day to recognize the significant role the
ocean plays in the lives of the Nation’s peo-
ple and the important role the Nation’s peo-
ple must play in the continued life of the
ocean; to the Committee on Resources.

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, private
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. GOSS:

H.R. 3921. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel ANTJA; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. WU:

H.R. 3922. A bill for the relief of Zhen
Shang Lin; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. WU:

H.R. 3923. A bill for the relief of En Chung

Wu; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. WU:

H.R. 3924. A bill for the relief of Jin Shaun

Huang; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. WU:

H.R. 3925. A bill for the relief of Han Lin;

to the Committee on the Judiciary.

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XIlI, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 7: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr.
and Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 49: Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO.

H.R. 110: Ms. CARSON.

H.R. 410: Mr. LEVIN.

H.R. 488: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mrs. MCCARTHY,
of New York, Mr. WALSH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. BORSKI.

H.R. 534: Mr. LEwIS of Kentucky.

H.R. 566: Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey.

H.R. 583: Mrs. Meek of Florida and Mr.
LATHAM.

H.R. 601:
. 625:
. 637:
645:

721:

ROHRABACHER,

Mr. JENKINS and Mr. HOLT.

Mr. KLINK.

Mr. FLETCHER and Ms. PELOSI.
Mrs. CLAYTON.

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr.

2

: Mr. CANADY of Florida.

: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

: Mr. EHLERS.

: Mr. CALVERT.

: Mrs. MORELLA.

: Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.
1001: Mr. NETHERCUTT.

1008: Mr. KLINK.

1044: Mr. STENHOLM, Mr. LAHooD, and
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. KENNEDY of Rhode Island and

<
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MCINTYRE.

R. 1111: Mr. WEXLER.

R. 1160: Mr. KLINK.

R. 1168: Mr. HiLL of Indiana and Ms. NOR-
R

R

R

3
IIIz

. SABO.

. GEJDENSON.

.R. : . MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 1405: . FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
WAXMAN, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. HINCHEY, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, and Mr. SNYDER.
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. 1456:
. 1531:
1592:
1621:

Mr. RADANOVICH.

Mr. McNuULTY and Mr. BECERRA.
Mr. HALL of Ohio.

Mr. LAMPSON.

1681: Mr. OWENS and Mr. CLAY.

.R. 1769: Ms. McKINNEY, Mr. STUPAK, and
Mr. LATOURETTE.

H.R. 1770: Ms. NORTON, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr.
STARK, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. FROST, and Mr.
RUSH.

H.R. 1775: Mr. CAMPBELL and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 1798: Mr. BILBRAY and Mr. MARKEY.

H.R. 1899: Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. LAHOOD, Ms.
STABENOW, Mr. SABO, Ms. CARSON, and Mr.
WEYGAND.

H.R. 1954: Mr. ROGAN.

H.R. 2129: Mr. CoLLINS and Mr. TAUZIN.

H.R. 2175: Mr. COYNE, Ms. CARSON, and Mr.
BERMAN.

H.R. 2265: Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 2341: Mrs. NORTHUP.

H.R. 2382: Mr. SOUDER and Mr. MCINTYRE.

H.R. 2391: Mr. RILEY, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
WICKER, Mr. HOYER, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 2459: Mr. LAHOOD.

H.R. 2544: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
LATOURETTE, and Mr. HiLL of Montana.

H.R. 2573: Mr. GREENWOOD.

. 2660: Mr. MASCARA.

. 2686: Mr. OWENS.

. 2697: Mr. GILMAN.

.R. 2720: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.

.R. 2749: Mr. HoBsOoN and Mr. WATTsS of
lahoma.

H.R. 2814: Mr. STUMP.

H.R. 2842: Mr. ROTHMAN.

H.R. 2870: Mr. SNYDER.

H.R. 2883: Mrs. BoNO, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
OXLEY, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. SABO, Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr.
WAMP, and Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.

H.R. 2888: Ms. CARSON.

H.R. 2892: Mr. CRANE.

H.R. 2927: Mr. DAviIs of Illinois.

H.R. 2945: Mr. BENTSEN, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. BALDACcCI, and Mr. FROST.

H.R. 2964: Mr. STRICKLAND.

H.R. 2966: Mr. BASS, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
GREENWOOD, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, and
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York.

H.R. 3004: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.

H.R. 3100: Mr. DUNCAN and Mr. CLEMENT.

H.R. 3116: Ms. DUNN.
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H.R. 3141: Mrs. MINK of Hawaii and Mr.
LANTOS.

H.R. 3155: Mr. GOODLING, Mr. ENGLISH, and
Mr. BLUNT.

H.R. 3193: Mr. SPRATT, Mr. BARRETT of Wis-
consin, Mr. Dicks, Mr. GONzZALEz, Mr.

BLUMENAUER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, and Mr.
CANADY of Florida.

H.R. 3212: Mr. BorskIl and Mr. TANCREDO.

H.R. 3224: Ms. McKINNEY, Mr. EVANS, and
Mr. QUINN.

H.R. 3244: Ms. DELAURO.

H.R. 3278: Mrs. CLAYTON and Mr. BRYANT.

H.R. 3290: Mr. BARR of Georgia and Ms.
BROWN of Florida.

H.R. 3293: Mr. RuUSH, Mr. WOLF, Mr.
LARSON, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr.
Dicks, Ms. DUNN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
PomMBO, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. TAYLOR of
North Carolina, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. BARTLETT
of Maryland, Mr. BURR of North Carolina,
Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. BARR of
Georgia, and Mrs. TAUSCHER.

H.R. 3410: Mr. BONILLA and Mr. CHABOT.

H.R. 3413: Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. MOAKLEY,
Ms. McKINNEY, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Ms. DELAURO, MR. KILDEE, Mr. KIND, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr. FATTAH,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. OLVER, Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. FORD, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr.
DELAHUNT, MR. WU, Ms. LEE, Mr. NADLER,
Mr. OWENS, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELO.

H.R. 3514: Mr. ALLEN and Mr. DOYLE.
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H.R. 3536: Mrs. ROUKEMA.

H.R. 3540: Mr. NussLE, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr.
SHOWS, Mr. NADLER, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. BAIRD,
and Mr. STUPAK.

H.R. 3544: Mr. Cox, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr.
WAMP, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. QUINN, Ms. Ros-
LEHTINEN, Mr. SALMON, Mr. PETRI, Mr.

METCALF, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. GUT-
KNECHT, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. KOLBE, Mr. GREEN of
Wisconsin, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SCHAFFER,
Mr. EVANS, Mr. COYNE, Mrs. CuUBIN, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. FORBES, Mr. SCARBOROUGH, Mr.
LAHooD, Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin, Mr.
SOUDER, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, and Mrs. KELLY.

H.R. 3560: Mr. OWENS and Mr. GOODLING.

H.R. 3564: Mr. DEAL of Georgia.

H.R. 3573: Mr. BAss, Mr. CANADY of Florida,
Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. COYNE, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
GREENWOOD, Mr. HOLT, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. KLINK, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. LIPINSKI,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, Mr.
VITTER, and Mr. WICKER.

H.R. 3575: Mr. BARR of Georgia and Mrs.
EMERSON.

H.R. 3594: Mr. HAYES, Mr. DICKEY, Mr.
BARR of Georgia, Mr. WEYGAND, and Mr. BRY-
ANT.

H.R. 3614: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. PASTOR, Mr.
BURR of North Carolina, Mr. SUNUNU, and
Mr. DEAL of Georgia.

H.R. 3623: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
BARRETT of Wisconsin, Mr. DAvIs of Illinois,
and Mr. FARR of California.

H.R. 3628: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD.

H.R. 3639: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. SPRATT, Mr.
HOYER, and Mr. WEYGAND.

H.R. 3649: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 3656: Mrs. THURMAN and Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 3671: Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. BARCIA,
Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon,
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania,
Mr. PICKERING, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. SUNUNU,
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. CANNON.
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H.R. 3657: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Mr.
WOLF.

H.R. 3692: Mr. GOODLING.

H.R. 3694: Mr. CUNNINGHAM and Mr.
MCHUGH.

H.R. 3698: Mr. BURR of North Carolina, Mr.
MATSUI, Mr. BARCIA, Mr. FILNER, Mr. FRANK
of Massachusetts, Mr. PHELPS, and Mr.
GOODE.

H.R. 3705: Mr. GORDON, Ms. WATERS, Mr.
NADLER, Mr. WEYGAND, Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3707: Mr. LANTOS.

H.R. 3710: Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. DOYLE, Mr.
BARCIA, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. PHELPS, Mr. HILL-
IARD, and Mr. GOODE.

H.R. 3732: Mr. STUPAK, Mr. PAUL,
VENTO, Mr. OLVER, and Mrs. BIGGERT.

H.R. 3766: Mr. DEFAzIO, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
BAIRD, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. MORAN of Virginia,
Mr. OLVER, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. GEORGE MILLER
of California, Mr. DoYLE, Mr. PHELPS, and
Mr. RAHALL.

H.R. 3809: Mr. FILNER and Mr. KLECZKA.

H.R. 3822: Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. MCHUGH,
Mr. UPTON, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
SHAYS, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. MICA, Mr. RYUN of
Kansas, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. GOODE, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. LOBIONDO, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. GOODLING,
and Mr. REYNOLDS.

H.R. 3826: Mr. OWENS, Mr. BOEHLERT, and
Mr. SABO.

H.R. 3840: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 3842: Mr. WHITFIELD.

H.R. 3844: Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. PAUL, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. Cox, Mr.
SHADEGG, and Mr. JoNES of North Carolina.

H.R. 3849: Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. HAYWORTH, and
Mr. NETHERCUTT.

Mr.

H.R. 3861: Mr. INSLEE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Ms. WATERsS, and Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY.
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H.R. 3873: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. MARTINEZ, and
Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO.

H.R. 3887: Mr. CARDIN, Mr. MATsuUI, and Mr.
STARK.

H.J. Res. 53: Mr. CALVERT.

H.J. Res. 55: Mr. BLUNT.

H.J. Res. 90: Mr. NEY.

H. Con. Res. 62: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. SHAYS,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island,
and Mr. POMEROY.

H. Con. Res. 139: Mrs. NORTHUP.

H. Con. Res. 225: Mr. STUPAK, Mr. PALLONE,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KLINK, and Mr. RUSH.

H. Con. Res. 252: Mr. EWING, Mrs. ROUKEMA,
Mr. SOUDER, and Mr. LATOURETTE.

H. Con. Res. 253: Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr.
ENGLISH, and Mr. STUPAK.

H. Con. Res. 273: Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
DELAHUNT, and Ms. DELAURO.

H. Con. Res. 275: Mr. BATEMAN.

H. Con. Res. 276: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. STARK, and Mr. BALDACCI.

H. Res. 187: Mr. SABO and Mr. NADLER.

H. Res. 430: Ms. MCKINNEY.

H. Res. 431: Mr. DIXON, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr.
HINCHEY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. OWENS, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. ACK-
ERMAN, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. NAD-
LER, Ms. McKINNEY, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. JACKksoN of Illinois, and Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XIl, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H. Res. 396: Mr. OWENS.
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